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ABSTRACT 
The Gagauz are an Orthodox Christian, Turkish speaking ethnic minority 
of about 300.000 whose historic lands are situated in present-day Bulgaria, Romania, 
Moldova and Ukraine, but the majority of which (153.000) lives mainly in Moldova. The 
ethnic origin of the Gagauz has long been a vexing issue. Their ancestral tongue is part of 
the southwestern division of Turkic languages, but their precise history is disputed. Over 
the past century various scholars have argued that they were descendants of Uz, 
Pechenegs, Cumans, Seldjuk Turks, Turkified Christian Bulgarians, or some combination 
of all. In 1988 a group of Gagauz intellectuals got together in Komrat and laid the basis of 
the Gagauz Halla movement the leaders of which on 12 November 1989 proclaimed 
autonomy. In October 1990, what had started as an spontaneous ethnic and cultural 
revival of the Gagauz, with Russian inspiration and backing quickly turned into an 
organized separatist movement that caused a lot of trouble to Moldova in consolidating 
authority within the borders of its Republic. Towards the end of 1992, the Moldovan 
government prepared a draft-law granting the Gagauz self-government and economic and 
cultural autonomy within the framework of single Moldova. The Parliament, however, 
did not ratify it. At the end, by accepting the Gagauz propsal, entitled Gagauz Yeri , 
promulgated on 23 December 1994 and adopted on 13 January 1995, the five-year 
conflict seemed to have come to an end. 
OZET 
Gagauzlar Ortodoks Hristiyanhga bagh, Tiirkc;:e konu~an ve tarihi yerle~im 
bolgeleri bugtinkii Bulgaristan, Romanya, Moldova ve Ukrayna'da bulunan, ama 
c;:ogunlgu (153.000 kadar ) Moldova'mn Bucak bolgesinde y~ayan kiic;:iik bir etnik 
topluluktur. Gagauz Tiirkc;:esi, Tiirk dillerinin giiney-batt lehc;:esine aittir, ama kesin 
tarihleri tart1~Ilmaktadir. Onlann men~e'i hakkmda bir c;:ok gorii~ mevcuttur. Gec;:en yiizyd 
ic;:erisinde Gagauzlann Uz, Pec;:enek, Kuman, Selc;:uklu Tiirk ya da Tiirkle~mi~ Bulgar 
olduklan dogrultusunda bir ~ok teoriler iiretilmi~tir. Gagauz aydtnlan 1988 y1lmda 
Komrat ~ehrinde toplan1p Gagauz Halla adh bir orgiit kurmu~lardtr. Orgiit, Gagauzlann 
milli bilinc;:lerinin uyandmlmas1 yoniinde c;:ah~malar yapmi~ ve 12 Kas1m 1989 ydmda 
ozerkligin ilan edilmesinde b~rol oynamt~ttr. Kas1m 1990'da, birdenbire spontane olarak 
ortaya c;:1kan bu hareket, Rusya'mn te~vik ve destegi ile htzh bir bic;:imde Moldova 
makamlanna Gagauz bolgelerinde yetkilerilerini yiiriitmelerine engel te~kil eden, 
organize aynhk91 bir orgiite donii~mii~tiir. Moldova hiikiimeti 1992 ytlmm sonuna dogru, 
Gagauzlara Moldova s1mrlan ic;:erisinde ekonomik ve kiiltiirel ozerklik taruyan ozel bir 
yasa taslag1 haz1rlamt~, ama Parlamento bunu onaylamamt~ttr. iki yd siiren 
gorii~melerden sonra, Gagauz Yeri hakkmda kanun taslag1 23 Arahk 1994 y1hnda 
Moldova Parlamentosunda kabul edilmi~, ve 13 Ocak 1995 'te de yiiriirliige girmesiyle 
be~ yd siiren Gagauz sorunu son bulmu~tur. 
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INTRODUCTION 
At the root of Moldova's chequered history and its complex nationality 
composition lie two explosive ethnic conflicts - those of the Dniestr and Gagauz- which 
were to evolve into significant political movements after the collapse of the Soviet Union. 
This thesis will focus on the Gagauz political movement; references to the developments 
in the Dniestr region and Moldova as a whole, however, will be made, as necessary, for to 
provide an overall assessment of the events. 
This study aims to address the following questions: Who are the Gagauz? Where 
do they come from? Why do they want autonomy? What are the driving forces behind 
their bid for independence? How and when did the Gagauz political movement start? 
Why did it start exactly at that time it did? Was this a spontaneous movement or 
organized manipulation by outside forces? With whom did the Gagauz leadership 
collaborate and why? What did they want and what they did get? 
Apart form the above questions, special emphasis would be placed to the 
political developments in Moldova, since it is impossible to understand a particular event 
without placing it in its general context. There is a close connection between the internal 
situation of Moldova, on the one hand, and what happens in Transdniestria and Gagauzia, 
on the other, in the sense that a specific political act taking place in Moldova may trigger 
replies in the two separatist regions. 
The Gagauz are an Orthodox Christian, Turkish-speaking ethnic minority of about 
300,000 whose historic lands are situated in the present-day Bulgaria, Romania, Moldova 
and the Ukraine. According to the last USSR census, taken in 1989, there were 153,000 
Gagauz in Moldova, making up 3.5 percent of the total population and settled densely in 
the south of the country, and 36,000 in the Ukraine, residing in southern Bessarabian area 
detached from Moldova. Because most of the world's Gagauz live in Moldova's and the 
Ukraine's portions of southern Bessarabia, a brief history of Bessarabia itself is 
considered to be essential for this study. 
The first chapter, therefore, provides an outline of Bessarabian history which will 
be useful to trace the complex history of Russian-Moldovan ( Romanian ) relations in 
order to gain a better understanding of Moscow's interests and policy in this area. 
Without having this historical background, it will be hard to understand why Romanian 
and Russian interests have clashed in this region. The conflict over the Dniestr republic 
and Gagauzia has in many ways constituted a flaring up of a problem that was left 
unresolved as far back as 1918. 
After presenting a brief historical background of Moldova, the second chapter, 
will address the ethnogenesis of the Gagauz. In this chapter, issues of who the Gagauz 
are, where they come from, what their ethnic, cultural and religious origins are, and 
where the name Gagauz comes from will be considered. In addition, a brief chronology of 
the major events in their history will be presented. 
Taking into consideration the important role that resettlement had played in 
Gagauz history and consciousness, putting it into a separate chapter seems appropriate. 
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The fourth chapter is a short one which examines the formation of the Gagauz national 
identity and the works of two men whose enormous efforts had contributed to that end : 
the Gagauz priest Mihail Caktr, and the Turkish Ambassador to Romania in the 1920s 
and 1930s, Hamdullah Suphi Tannover. 
The fifth chapter presents a comprehensive framework for analyzing the 
underlying cleavages leading to conflict in the south of Moldova. In order to describe the 
process of the Gagauz bid for independence, understanding the roots of the problem is 
crucial. So, in this chapter, the evolution of the Gagauz political movement will be 
described. 
The sixth chapter, which focuses on the actual Moldovan-Gagauz confrontation, 
constitutes the bulk of this work. Here, the causes , origin, development, and solution of 
the Gagauz conflict will be discussed to the extent possible within the scope of a masters 
thesis 
After the examination of the Gagauz political movement, the following chapter 
will take a look at the implementation of autonomy in the Gagauz Yen: With this purpose 
the seventh chapter will deal with Tabunshchik's rule, with a view to clarify his domestic 
and foreign policy priorities. 
The thesis then proceeds to treat Gagauz relations with Turkey, taking into 
consideration the policy of appeasement that Turkey pursued in the course of the conflict. 
Finally, in the conclusion, significant findings will be presented. 
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HISTORICAL BACKGROUND 
Moldova, with the exception of the "left bank", comprises the area historically 
known as Bessarabia, but the southern portion of Bessarabia is currently a part of the 
territory of the Ukraine. Bessarabia is the eastern half of the historical Romanian 
principality of Moldova, which was formed in the fourteenth century. Earlier, the 
southern portion of Bessarabia had been included in the Roman Empire's province of 
Dacia and during the late Middle Ages it belonged for a time to the Romanian 
principality of Wallachia under the ruling house of Basaraba 1 (from where it had taken 
its name) before becoming part of Moldova in the fourteenth century. 
In the course of the sixteenth century, it fell under Ottoman suzerainty, but was 
eventually annexed by Russia in 1812. Being seized by Alexander I from the Ottoman 
Empire, for the first time, Moldova became part of the Russian Empire. From this time on 
the fate of Moldova would be determined by the unending rivalry between Romania and 
Russia. It was also at this time when the Russian authorities named the territory 
"Bessarabia" in reference to the name of the Wallachian rulers. 
Bessarabia constituted a Russian gubemia (province) until 1917, except for about 
two decades. Following Russia's defeat in the Crimean War, southern Bessarabia was lost 
to the Danubian Principalities (future Romania), or indirectly the Ottoman Empire, but 
Russia recovered it again at the Congress of Berlin in 1878. 2 
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With the collapse of the Russian Empire in 1917, Romanians, Ukrainians, and the 
Russian Bolsheviks, all, staked their claims to the whole or parts of Bessarabia. 
Bessarabia proclaimed its autonomy from Russia in October 1917; in December 1918, it 
declared itself the Moldovan Democratic Republic, but three months later, after seeking 
Romanian military help against the Bolsheviks, it joined Romania under an act of union. 3 
But the USSR never recognized the union, and in response to what it considered to be a 
seizure of land, it created, on 12 October 1924, the Moldavian Autonomous Soviet 
Socialist Republic (ASSR) on the eastern side of the Dniestr, centered at Tiraspol. 
For the next two decades, the Soviet Union was too preoccupied with its internal 
problems to pay much attention to Moldova, but Moscow was never fully reconciled to 
its loss. When the opportunity to retake the territory presented itself, the Soviet 
government under Joseph Stalin seized it. In August 1939, Stalin signed the famous 
nonaggression pact with Germany. The following summer under the secret clause of the 
famous Molotov-Ribbentrop pact, and with Hitler's consent, Stalin occupied Moldova 
without a shot being fired. The Romanians were in no position to resist.4 
Thus, Moldova became the "Moldavian SSR" in 1940. Following their 
occupation, the Soviets ruthlessly imposed their rule. They seized all private property and 
arrested, deported or shot many thousands of Romanian civic leaders. However, in July 
1941, in the wake of Germany's attack on the USSR, the Soviet Union once again lost 
Moldova to Romania. The Romanians reacted enthusiastically in kind. They joined the 
Nazis and undertook their own reign of terror, oppressing ethnic Russians, arresting or 
killing anyone accused of collaboration with the Soviets.5 
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Following victory in the Second World War, the Soviets once again occupied 
Moldova. Bessarabia and the northern half of Bukovina were reoccupied in 1944. In 
addition, the USSR overstepped Bukovina's provincial boundary by annexing the 
adjacent Hertza district of the Romanian kingdom's rump Moldovan province. This time 
Stalin was determined to bring an end to the nationalities problems in the region. For this 
purpose he had used the ancient policy of" divide and rule". Rather than maintaining the 
annexed Moldovan territory and its native group as a unit, the Soviet government split it 
up by administrative fiat into several parts. Two southern Bessarabian counties were 
attached to Ukraine's Odessa oblast (district). North Bukovina, Hertza and one northern 
Bessarabian county were combined into a Chernovtsy oblast, which was incorporated into 
the Ukrainian SSR. The remaining six Bessarabian counties together with a strip along 
Dniestr became the Moldavian SSR. 6 
After the Soviet annexation, however, it was generally assumed both in Romania 
and by the West that if Soviet rule were to come to an end in Moldova, reunification with 
Romania would be bound to follow. Romanian dictator Nicholai Ceaucescu never 
publicly recognized Soviet hegemony in Moldova and the Soviet authorities, in tum, kept 
tight control on dissidence, which was almost exclusively associated with demands for 
reunification. 
Being aware of this situation, the Soviet government worked hard to keep away 
the two states from each other by isolating the region from its historical links with 
Romania , thus hoping to diminish the possibility of eventual unification. To dilute the 
local Romanian population there, large scale immigration was promoted of Russians and 
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Ukrainians, the majority of whom were settled in the urban centers and become a colonial 
elite there. In the 1950s, on the other hand, thousands of ethnic Romanians were deported 
to Central Asia. 
In 1940 there was virtually no difference between the Romanian spoken on the 
two banks of the Prut, though there was a detectable Bessarabian regional accent. One of 
the key tools for the Kremlin's nationalities policy was the claim that the two languages 
were separate. To create differences, Stalin proclaimed the new variant written by Cyrillic 
letters to be the Moldovan language, which has nothing to do with the Romanian. 7 As he 
had done throughout the Soviet Union, in Moldova, too, official Soviet publications tried 
to prove that the Moldovan language is of Latin origin, but with Slavic elements, and that 
Moldovan is a completely different language with Slavic roots. 
Bessarabian Romanians were also told that they were ethnic Moldovans (a 
nationality that did not exist) who spoke not Romanian, but Moldovan (a language that 
did not exits). The new republic then was completely sealed off from Romania and all 
thing Romanian. This had left Romanian-speaking Moldovans disoriented, anti-Russian, 
and above all independence minded. 8 
When the first signs of the cracking Soviet invincibility began to appear in the 
mid-l 980s with the policy of glasnost introduced by Mikhail Gorbachev, Moldovans 
immediately took advantage of this. Moldovans had struggled for years to preserve their 
language and national identity. Now, it was time to assert their rights. Not only have the 
Moldovans explicitly imposed their Romanian nationhood, but they have actually relit the 
torch of renaissance of the entire Romanian nation. The Moldovans began to reclaim their 
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traditions, their history, their Romanian identity. And for a while the language and 
alphabet became the chief issues in the Soviet republic.9 
Although the Communist Party of Moldova issued, in May 1987, a decree which 
increased the teaching of Romanian in schools , this did little to satisfy the public 
opinion. In 1988 there were demands for an immediate halt to immigration, for the 
restoration of the Latin alphabet and for Romanian to be declared the official language of 
the Republic. 10 At the end, on 1 September 1989, a language law was enacted which 
introduced Romanian as official language and reintroduced the Latin script. However, the 
law allowed Russian to be retained as the language for inter-ethnic communication. And 
once " Moldovan" was no longer written in Cyrillic script, it became automatically 
Romanian. And once the language was Romanian, the biggest Soviet lie of the century, 
the so-called Moldovan nation, "vanished like a ghost in broad day light". 11 
Formation of the nationalist Popular Front of Moldova by a number of 
independent cultural and political groups in May 1989, and its organization of a mass 
protest demonstration attended by approximately 70,000 people on the anniversary of the 
Soviet annexation of Bessarabia in June 1989 further accelerated the drive for 
independence. All these developments had increasingly alarmed not only the non-
Romanian minorities, mainly the Russians and Ukrainians, but also the Gagauz, who 
were concerned about the protection of their national status in an independent Moldova: 
what they feared most was that Moldova would eventually re-unite with Romania. Their 
reactions to the growing Romanian nationalism was the creation of the Intermovement 
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Unity (Edinstvo) in the Dniestr region and respectively, the Gagauz Halla ( Gagauz 
People) political movement taking place in the south of the country. 
9 
ETHNOGENESIS OF THE GAGAUZ 
The ethnic origin of the Gagauz has long been a vexing issue. Their ancestral 
tongue is part of the southwestern division of Turkic languages, but their precise history 
is disputed. Over the past century various scholars have argued that they were 
descendants of Pechenegs, Cumans, Seldjuk Turks, Turkified Christian Bulgarians, or 
some combination of all. 
The purpose of this chapter would be to find out which one of these tribes had laid 
the roots of the Gagauz by analyzing their history and making special references to the 
routes of their migration to eastern Bulgaria. 
However, despite this controversy, analysis of the arguments put forward by the 
scholars interested in this topic show that roughly they could be divided into two groups: 
1. The more widely accepted view is that the Gagauz are the descendants of 
Turkic tribes who in the Middle Ages moved into eastern Bulgaria and adopted 
Christianity there. Most scholars agree on the Turkish origin of the Gagauz. They 
disagree, however, as to which Turkic tribe was their ancestor and form where the tribes 
in question came : the Kipchak steps in the north or Asia Minor in the south. 
2. The other view is that they are Orthodox Bulgarians who had been Turkified 
under the Ottomans, but retained their Christian faith. This view happens to be promoted 
mainly by the scholars of Bulgarian origin. 
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The various views about the Turkic origin of the Gagauz can be classified into the 
following categories. The Gagauz are said to be descendants of: 
1. Turkic nomadic tribes which migrated to Bulgaria between the eleventh and 
thirteenth centuries such as the Pechenegs and Oghuz (Uz); 
2. Cumans; 
3. ''Karakalpaks" (chemye klobula) who were living in South Russia and were 
registered in Russian records as descending from "Torks" and "Uz"; and 
4. Seldjuk Turks who came to Dobrudja with izzettin Keykavus in the thirteenth 
century. 
As was pointed out above, most scholars agree that the Gagauz have a Turkish 
origin, and that most probably they are descendants of the Uz. 
According to the legend about Oguz Khan, the ancestor of the Oghuz Turks is 
considered to be Oguz Khan who lived in the ancient home of Turks. After his death, the 
24 children of his 6 sons became the ancestors of the 24 Turkish tribes. They, after a long 
and regrettable period, got divided into various single and independent units from which 
Pechenegs, Cumans, and Uz originated. 12 
According to the Russian Turkologist Golubovskii, these Turkic tribes moved into 
Europe following two different routes. Some of them came from Central Asia, crossing 
the Russian steps, others from the south, trough Iran, but all came under the common 
name ofOghuz (Uz). 
Those coming from south were called Seldjuk Turks or Ottomans, who took the 
name of Osman bey, the founder of their first state. The ones that came from Central Asia 
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to the Russian steps under the name of" Turks", however, were given separate names: 
Pechenegs, Cumans and Uz, each group having a separate political identity. These tribes 
towards the ninth century settled between the Volga and Gyank rivers. 13 
Pechenegs and Uz continuously fought each other. So the settlement of Uz and 
Pechenegs in eastern Bulgaria was a result of this unending struggle the details of which 
would be not presented here; just the most important events would be touched upon. 
A group of Oghuz (Uz) was seen in the middle of the eleventh century on the 
north coast of the Black Sea. The Russians called them "Torki" or "Turks". 14 They had to 
migrate from the itil-Yay1k (Volga-Ural) region to the North of the Black Sea region due 
to their inability to resist Cuman attacks. 
But here they had to fight Pechenegs this time. Being pressured by the Oghuz , 
some of the Pechenegs under the leadership of Kegen in 1048 crossed the Danube and 
settled in Dobrudja. Others, having surrendered to the Oghuz under the leadership of 
Tirhan crossed the Danube again and settled in Dobrudja, where they converted to 
Christianity. 15 
The Uz remained in the Black Sea region, but not for a long. A few years later, in 
1055, they were followed by Cumans who, in tum, were pressured by the Russians to 
migrate there. Until 1055, Turks (the Uz) arrived at the Dnieper river in the west. But five 
years later, after losing a war with Russian princes, migrated to Lower Danube. The 
Turks lived on the banks of the Lower Danube and to its north. Byzantine sources 
mentioned those Turks by their tribal name: Uz. 16 There they took Christianity from the 
Russians. 
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The Cumans also followed the Uz and around 1065, the Uz crossed the 
Danube, trying to escape from the Cumans. However this was not for good. There the Uz 
once again had to fight their old enemies, the Pechenegs. This was a long and enduring 
struggle that cost a great deal of lives. Having suffered casualties and famine that nearly 
exterminated them, the Uz at the end surrendered to the Byzantine. A small remaining 
part of them were settled in different places by the Byzantine and, according to Miistecip 
Olk:iisal, one group which stayed in Dobrudja laid the roots of the Gagauz people. 17 
Not long after, part of the surviving Uz, went back to the Russian steps 
accepting Russian rule and settled across the Russian borders. They are known as the 
Karakalpaks. In Russia, they were converted to Christianity, but in 1223, as a result of the 
defeat of the Russians by the Mongols, they once again crossed the Danube and settled 
around Droster, Mangalia, Kavarna, Bal~tk, and Varna. 18 These are the regions which 
were densely populated by the people who later called themselves Gagauz. This fact also 
leads one to think that the Gagauz are descendants of those Uz. 
Having thrown the Uz beyond the Danube, thus taking the control of the steps 
north of Black Sea, the Cumans, on 31 May 1223 in a battle around Kalka River 
sustained a heavy defeat from the Mongols. During 1237-1238, having taken under their 
control a big part of Russia's territory, the Mongols, in 1239 fought the Cumans for a 
second time and brought an end to their domination in the regions north of the Black Sea. 
A large group of Cumans took refugee in Hungary and accepted Christianity. Another 
group, however, were dispersed around different regions in the Balkans. 19 
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The migration of these tribes laid a fertile ground for speculation. The author of 
Odissos (Varna, 1894), Yoan Nikolau was the first man to suggest that the Gagauz 
belonged to a victorious tribe that around the 9th century crossed the Danube and settled 
on the Black Sea coasts, between Varna and Dobrich.20 
This suggestion was followed by the theories of distinguished historians such as 
Wilhelm Radlov, Vladimir Moshkov, Theodor Menzel, Mihail Ciachir (<;aktr), and 
Mihail N. Guboglo. They believed that the ancestors of the Gagauz were those Uz 
(Oghuz ) who in 1064 came from the K.ipchak steps to the north of the Black Sea, 
crossing the Danube and settled in the Balkan peninsula. Later, some of them crossed the 
Danube again and settled along the Rus' border. Here, they mixed with other Turkic 
tribes, forming a separate group which was named by the Slavs as Chemye K.lobuki and 
again here, in Rus', they accepted Orthodox Christianity. 
M. N. Guboglo in his Ph. D. dissertation Malye Turkoyazychnye Narody 
Balkanskogo Poluostrova , (The Small Turkish-speaking Tribes of the Balkan 
Peninsula, 1967) classifies the Gagauz into four ethnic groups. 
1. As1J or genuine 
2. Bulgarian 
3. Adrianopol or surguch 
4. Macedonian 
Having considered the ethnic origins of the last two groups (Adrianopol and Macedonian 
ones), to be very close to the first group, the author put them into that group.21 
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According to Guboglo, the key to the solution of the origin problem appears to 
be the settlement of the Pechenegs, Uz and Cumans in the Balkan peninsula. He came to 
the conclusion that those nomads most probably had established the distant roots of the 
Gagauz people. 22 
The Academician Radloff supposed that the -ga or -gaga prefix perhaps had 
some tribal meaning in the Uz language and for this reason it must have been brought 
before aguz or oguz words. The Turkologist A. Moshkov put forward the possibility that 
-gaga as coming at the beginning of Uz or Oghuz words might have mean a kind of 
particular tribal belonging to the Uz.23 
In the Encyclopedia of Islam, Theodor Menzel wrote that the -auz part of the 
word is an abbreviation of Oghuz , and the -gag part should have pointed to a second-
level linkage of the Oghuz tribe.24 
Cak.ir argues that the Gagauz are neither Greek, Bulgarian or Romanian, nor 
do they come from the Seldjuk Turks or Cumans. Their roots lie in the Uz.25 
Ivan Nicolau found a similarity between the name Gagauz and Homer's 
Agavs, who were the oldest inhabitants of the lands of eastern Bulgaria and whom Pliny 
had mentioned under the names ofKatuz, Krovuz.26 
Turkish scholars, Akdes Nimet Kurat27, Miistecib Ulkiisal28, and ibrahim 
Kafesoglu29, and the linguists, Vecihe Hatiboglu30, Ahmet B. Ercilasun31 , and Mecit 
Dogru32 also agree with the school of thought defending the Oghuz origin of the Gagauz. 
They have also put forward some hypothesis about the etymology of the Gagauz name. 
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For instance, Vecihe Hatiboglu thinks that the root ''uz" in Gagauz should have 
been "oghuz'', as mentioned before. However, according to her, the "uz" might have not 
come from "oghuz ", but from guz as it is in yag1z (Swarthy, very dark), yavuz (good, 
exellent) words. The -gag at the beginning of the word might be kara, gara (black, dark). 
According to her interpretation, the name becomes Gara-guz where "r" and "z" might 
have underwent another metastasis. Hatipoglu further explains that Turks have also 
widely used the word kara in choosing their family names. 33 
Mecit Dogru suggested that the Gagauz might have come from Kaga-Uz. Gagauz 
is the way Kaga-Uguz is pronounced in the west. It means Kaga-Oghuz . Kaga in 
Turkmen language corresponds to ata (ancestor) in Turkish. Therefore, the Gagauz stands 
for Turkmen Oghuz 's ancestors- the ancient Oghuz .34 
Ahrnet B. Ercilasun explained the composition of the Gagauz in this way. In 
Anatolian dialect gaga means "peanuts", and in Balkan- "someone who is dark and 
skinny" and this may come from the same word family as Gaga in Gagauz. Having taken 
their name from "empty tree", another name for the K.tp9ak Turks could have been 
"Gaga", meaning "empty and dry". Moreover "Gaga" is also found in another ethnic 
name- "Gagavan". So, from these information Ercilasun presumed that words "Gagavan" 
and "Gaga" were the names given to K.tp9ak Turks. According to this, Gagauz means 
"K.tp9ak Oghuz ,, . 35 
The foregoing arguments summarize the linguistic interpretations of the meaning 
of the Gagauz. A more scientific historical and philological approach was taken by 
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outstanding historians such as W. Radlov, V. Moshkov, M. N. Guboglo, A. Manov, C. 
Jirecek. 
Some scholars have found a relationship between the Gagauz and Hakauz (Those 
seeking justice). Others call them agauz or "big brother" Uz. 36 The Gagauz scholars 
Maria Marunevi¥ and L. N. Pokrovskaya have also put forward some theories about their 
origins. Marunevi¥ thinks that the Gagauz nation" is an authentic Turkish-speaking ethnic 
group whose historic roots lay in the ancient Turkic world, and in particular in the tribes 
of the ancient Uz, the very name of which had remained in the etymology of the present-
d G 1 ,,37 ay agauz peop e. 
Pokrovskaya is on the opinion that the ancestors of the Gagauz were living in 
tenth century Asia around a large lake named "Gorguz". The present name of which is 
Balhash and is located in the territory of Kazakhstan. She argued that the Gagauz 
language's phonetic rules do not allow g6k to become gaga or hak-ak. Moreover, in no 
historic record there has been found a family name as G6koguz, HakOguz or AkOguz. 
But in the historical documents, there were found family names like Ganga-Guz, and 
Ganga-K1~i (Ganga-Person). She had found this in the book of the historian S. Agacanov 
Ocherki /storii Oguzov i Turkmen Srednei Azii 9-12 vv(Description of the History of the 
Oghuz and Turkmen of the Central Asia, Ashgabat, 1969, page 73). Agacanov in his tum, 
found the family names of both Ganga-Guz and Ganga-Ki~i, in a hand -written document 
written in Arabic in 12th century. In this document it was written that the Ganga-Guz 
were living around a large lake in Asia in the 10th century. The name of the lake was 
Gorguz (now called Balbas and situated in present-day Kazakhstan). Respectively, the 
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names Ganga-Guz and Ganga-Ki~i show that this part of the Oghuz were living in this 
Gangacountry. 38 
According to Pokrovskaya, there is no doubt that the origins of the present-day , 
Gagauz came from those Ganga-guz. Moreover, S. Kuroglu had found that in the present-
day Gagauz language, there is a nickname Ganga, Gangalar. The other family name 
Ganga-K1~i came to the present-day through the Gagauz fairy tales. 39 
As to the theories about the Cuman origin of the Gagauz: C. Jirecek , St. 
Mladenov, M. Drinov, V. Dimitrov, P.R. Slaveikov, and N .. Grigorovitz are the 
representatives of the school of thought that believes in the Cuman origin of the Gagauz. 
Finding many similarities between the Gagauz family names and the Turkic 
Cuman language, the Czech historian C. Jirecek suggested that the Gagauz were 
descendants of those Cumans who settled in Bulgaria after the invasion of the Mongols.40 
A similar point of view was shared by the Bulgarian professor Stoyan Mladenov. 
He says that the Gagauz , taking into consideration their language, could be considered 
either as direct descendants of the Asparuh Bulgarians, or as descendants of Cumans or 
Uz. He believed that, perhaps, Bulgarians themselves were some kind of a Cuman tribe.41 
Prof. Dr. St. Mladenov argued that the Gagauz name is made up of Gok + Uz. This 
position is also shared by Harun Giingor and Mustafa Argun~ah. 42 
Dimitrov has written that this word comes from ga which in Sanskrit means a 
"generation". Therefore, Gagauz means grandsons or descendants of Uz. He came to the 
conclusion that the Gagauz are not only the descendants of Uz ,Guz, Oghuz, Uze and 
Tonguz, but they are also descendants of the genuine tribe ofUzbeks. 
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So, until the first half of the thirteenth century, the Balkans were already 
populated by Pechenegs, Uz and Cumans. The second half witnessed the arrival of 
another Turkish group- the Seldjuk Turks. 
In 1262, under the Mongol pressure, the Seldjuk Sultan izzettin Keykavus I I, 
taking his fleet from Alaiye, took refugee in the Byzantine Empire under the reign of the 
Emperor Michael Palaeologus. There he had said to the Emperor that: "We are a Turkish 
community. We could not stay in a foreign city, if there is a place for us outside, we 
would bring there our followers from Anatolia and form a Turkish state. "43 
According to the Oguzname, the Emperor allowed an autonomous state to be 
founded in Dobrudja where there was already living a substantial Oghuz community. 
Perhaps, what Palaeologus had in mind was to secure the Byzantine border against the 
aspirations of the Bulgarian Tsar in Tirnovo- Konstantin Tikh. After receiving 
permission, izzettin Keykavus sent a message to his uncle San Saltuk who was living in 
iznik and who together with 200,000 Seldjuk Turks came in 1263 to Balc;:1k and Kavarna. 
With their arrival, thus, the Seldjuk Turks contributed to and further strengthened the 
Turkish presence in Dobrudja. 
Whether izzettin went to Dobrudja or not is unclear. It is presumed that he 
preferred to stay in Istanbul to seek an opportunity to regain his throne in Konya. During 
his stay in Istanbul, however, it is rumored that izzettin Keykavus had organized an 
attempt to overthrow the Emperor as a result of which was put in the Enos castle. 44 
After that, an army composed of Tatars, Bulgars and Seldjuk Turks rescued 
and brought him to Crimea to Berke Khan. Sudak and Solhat (Eskilanm) were given to 
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him as a fief (dirlik) where he lived until his death in 1279/1280.45 After him San Saltuk 
ruled the country until his death. 
Georgi Balashchev, Tadeusz Kowalski, Krasimir Baev, Wlodrimierz 
Zajackowski, Paul Wittek are the ones who think that the Gagauz are somehow, directly 
or indirectly connected with Seldjuk Turks. Most of the Turkish scholars like Halil 
inalc1k, Kemal Karpat and Faruk Siimer also adhere to this view. 
The argument that the Gagauz were Seldjuk Turks who followed the Anatolian 
Seldjuk Sultan izzettin Keykavus I I after he had taken refuge in Byzance during the reign 
of the Emperor Mihail Palaeologus was originally put forward by the Bulgarian historian 
G. 0. Balashchev. According to him, the Gagauz were the grandsons of the Seldjuk Turks 
that came from Anatolia. Balashchev had based his theory upon the Seyyid Lokman's 
Oguzname and the Byzantine sources as well.46 
Wittek also accepted this idea and had further expanded and completed 
methodologically Balashchev's work by examining the Yaz1c1oglu Ali's Selfukname. 
The Turkish scholar Karpat, on his turn, had defended this theory by saying that Wittek 
had definitely proved it.47 
Those scholars-G. Balashchev, P. Wittek,W. Zajackowski, K. Karpat, H. inalc1k, 
and 0. Turan believe that the Gagauz name came from the name of the Seldjuk Sultan 
izzettin Keykaus due to the fact that the north tribes were pronouncing the toponim "k" 
like "g". In the 14th and 15th century in the toponim of Dobrudja "k" became "g".48 For 
instance Kalata turned to be Galata, kabak-gabak, kurban-gurban. 
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However, A. Manov did not agree with and severely criticized this theory. He had 
responded to the above arguments that the Gagauz do not pronounce the toponim "k" like 
"g" as the Anatolian Turks were doing. On the contrary, they particularly emphasize the 
pronunciation of "k". Thus, they say Kalata, not Galata; kurbet, not gurbet; kabuk, not 
gabuk. Consequently, they did not say Gagauz instead of Keykaus. And even if they were 
saying so, then why the followers of Izzettin Keykaus, coming from Anatolia did not 
receive the name Gagauz, but were called Seldjuk or Ottoman Turks. 49 
Having born and grown up in Dobrudja, as a native speaker of the dialect, I also 
agree with the arguments presented above. Turks and Gagauz living there never tend to 
soften the hard letters: the reverse could happen, they could say "k" instead of "g", but 
never make "k" -"g". Consequently, the possibility Keykavus to become Gagauz is 
minimal. On the contrary, more probable is the opposite Gcygaus could turn into 
Keykavus. So, I think that this is not a correct explanation of the meaning of the Gagauz 
name. 
Manov, himself, having based his theory on the Gagauz peoples' interpretation of 
the -ga prefix in the name Gagauz argued that it is not a prefix indicating a belonging to 
the one of the respective Oghuz tribes; it is just a title that was given to the Karakalpaks 
at the time of their conversion to Christianity. Thus, it means an Orthodox Christian 
Oghuz . If Ga or Gaga name was given to a particular Oghuz tribe and not to the 
Christianized Oghuz only, the Gacals who share the same origins with the Gagauz, but 
who had accepted the Islam faith, also should have been also called Gagauz. 50 
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Among the Gagauz, g1ga or gaga means being just or right. So, G1ga or Gaga-Uz 
means the Uz that believes in justice, that is to say, the opposite of those idolater Oghuz 
who do not believe in God's justice.51 This explanation sounds more logical for the fact 
that it comprises both historical and linguistic justifications. 
The new generation Gagauz scholars like Dionis Tanasoglu agree with this view. 
They believe that the Gagauz name came from Hak-Oguz. Among the Oghuz tribes, the 
sons of Sel9uk Bey accepted Islam from the Arabs, while some others did not. They have 
said to him "we are Hak-Oguz (Right Oghuz ), we will not convert." Then, those Oghuz 
who refused to convert left Asia and went to the banks of the Danube.52 
In the 14th century, in Dobrudja, under the leadership of Balik who had a 
Cuman origin, a small Oghuz state with city of Karvuna as a capital was established. 
Balik was a wise man who regarded good relations with Byzantium to be vital for the 
existence of his country. 
In 1346, when Constantinople was desperately seeking for allies against the 
pretender for the Byzantine throne loan Kantakuzin, Balik, sent 1000 man to loan 
Palaeologus under the leadership of his brothers- Theodore and Dobrotiza. During the 
war, Dobrotiza became the strategist of the army of the Emperor. 53 
After the death of Balik, in 1357, his brother Dobrotiza took the rule of the 
country. During his rule, the country further gained strength. Its territory, having as a 
capital the inaccessible castle of Kaliakra, comprised the delta of the Danube, and the 
Black Sea coast as far as cape Emine. 54 
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Dobrotiza received the title "despot" from the Byzantine Emperor. Having 
inherited the Seldjuk fleet, he spent a lot of effort to further strengthen and organize it. 
Then, for the first time Karvuna Home, before that named Little Schitian Home received 
the name Dobrotiza Home, which Turkish writers called Dobrudja. ss 
In 1360 Dobrotiza together with the Bulgarian Tsar fought against Hungarian 
knights who wanted to conquer the Bulgarian coasts. After the knights of the count 
Amedey Savoy were repelled, Tsar Ivan Alexander gave Varna, Emona and Kozyak to 
Dobrotiza in return for his help. s6 
In 1385 despot Dobrotiza died, leaving the rule to his son Ivanko, known to 
Turks as lvanko Dobri9oglu. lvanko further enhanced the well-being of his country, 
establishing commercial ties with the rich Genoese republic; until the fifteenth century an 
intensive trade took place in the Karvuna state. The merchant ships from the Italian city-
republics of Venice and Genoa seemed to have frequently visited the Bulgarian Black Sea 
coast, of which speak the trade treaties of the fourteenth century between Tsar Ivan 
Alexander and the Dorudja ruler Ivanko, and these maritime states.s7 Ivanko accepted the 
vassalage of the Ottoman Sultan Murad I, and retained his reign for a while. But in 1398 
he could not stand against Yildmm Bayaz1d's attacks and had to join the Ottoman 
E . SS mprre. 
So, this small Oghuz state which had been established in 1263 on the Black 
Sea coasts with the help of Michael Palaeologus, being tied directly to the Istanbul 
Patriarchate and in the end existing in the form of an independent exarchate, ceased its 
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existence in 1398.59 It is rumored that the Gagauz flag was found. In this flag on the 
scarlet ground a picture of a white cock was drawn. 60 
After joining the Ottoman Empire, part of the population of the Oghuz state 
converted to Islam, and the rest remained Christians. During five centuries of Ottoman 
domination, the Gagauz lead quite a peaceful life and the state did not interfere in their 
traditions and beliefs.61 Mehmet the Conqueror, when he conquered Constantinople, had 
recognized the Greek Patriarch as the head of all Orthodox Christians and since the 
Gagauz were Christians, it is presumed that they were also put under the authority of the 
P . h 62 atnarc ate. 
The Patriarch had manipulated with the Gagauz in the religious and national 
affairs. A great part of them were educated in Greek and received the Greek culture. They 
were called Helen by the Greeks. A small part, however, experienced respectively 
Turkish and Bulgarian domination. 
Priests in the Gagauz churches were reading texts, translated into Turkish, but 
written with Greek letters, known as Karamanlian. But, in 1867 in a report given by the 
then Istanbul Patriarch and Varna Greek Metropolitan Ioakim to the Istanbul Patriarchate, 
it was indicated that the Gagauz ceased their relations with the Greek Patriarchate; went 
to Bulgarian churches instead and sent their children to the newly opened Bulgarian 
63 
schools. 
In 1878, as a result of the Russo-Turkish war, the Bulgarian state was 
established. After that, the Bulgarian authorities started to recruit the Gagauz into the 
Bulgarian army. Having regarded Dobrudja and Varna as their homeland since the 
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eleventh century, the Gagauz rebelled. They said that it is not possible to obey 
Bulgarians.64 Because of this some of them deserted to Iran, others to Greece and third to 
Istanbul, but years later they came back and got used to the new situation. 65 
Ottoman sources, remain silent on these issues. However, there is no record of 
a violent inter-ethnic conflict between the Turks and Gagauz. On the contrary, the 
Russian Turkologist V. Moshkov, when collecting data about the verbal folklore of the 
Gagauz had recorded a legend about the origins of the Ottomans. " Turks-say Gagauz- are 
people like us, but of Mohammedan religion, and Ottomans originated from the mixture 
f 'h d ,,66 o a man wit a og . 
By the 19th century, in the Balkans nobody remembered the ex-nomads. 
There, besides other people were living and those who spoke a language close to Turkish, 
but who believe in the Orthodox religion. In their folklore some strange features of 
paganism like remembrance of a wolf was observed. But this whole nation demonstrated 
little differences from the Bulgarians except for the mongoloid features of some of its 
members had. 
All this has given scholars a pretext to believe that there were three kinds of 
Gagauz: " Greek Gagauz", living along the Black Sea costs and experiencing Greek 
influence; "Bulgarian Gagauz", living in inner Bulgaria; and "Astl Gagauz", living in the 
northern part of Bulgaria who had retained their traditions and language. Of course, 
during the different periods of domination of different nations, the Gagauz would get 
influenced by the cultures, traditions and language of the dominant nations ( Bulgarians, 
Greeks, Ottoman Turks), but this should not give way to false presumptions, mainly that 
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they have Bulgarian, Greek or Ottoman Turkish origin. For sure there were some Gagauz 
who were assimilated by and got associated themselves with the above mentioned 
nations, but this does not mean that they are in fact Bulgarians, Greeks or Ottoman Turks. 
As to the view that the Gagauz are Orthodox Bulgarians who became Turkified 
under the Ottoman rule: it was mostly held by Bulgarian scholars who were trying to 
prove that the Gagauz were grandsons of those proto-Bulgarians who had migrated from 
the Khazar Khaganate to the Balkans under the leadership of Khan Asparuh. 
Typical representatives of this school of thought are G. Zanetov, K. Shkorpil, 
Petar Svinin, B. Tzonev, P. F. Kopen, S. Kabakchiev, Ivan Mesheruk, Petar Mutafchiev, 
Dr. Miletic, Emil Boev, and Ivan Gradeshliev. 
The first who came out with this hypothesis were the Shkorpil brothers. 
According to them, the Gagauz and the Gacal were descendants of the Asparuh' s proto-
Bulgarians. Despite the fact that the Gagauz were Christian and the Gacal -Muslim, they 
had friendly relations with each other and even married each other, which shows that they 
h d h .. 67 a t e same ongm. 
Miletic explains the use of Turkish language by the Gagauz with the necessity to 
communicate with the Ottoman Turks. This necessity had forced the proto-Bulgarians to 
adopt a second mother tongue. For this reason they were communicating more in Turkish 
than in the Bulgarian and even when they get married they were continuing to speak 
Turkish at home. That is why some people came to the conclusion that the Bulgarians 
could not speak Bulgarian well. 68 
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Mutafchiev had also argued that the Gagauz were Bulgarians who had to learn 
Turkish. He even goes further by regarding the Turkish- speaking Muslims, living in 
Bulgaria as Bulgarians who converted to Islam , and thus lost their language.69 I. 
Mesheruk, too, supports the thesis that the Gagauz were Turkified Bulgarians. 70 
Boev is another Gagauz living in Bulgaria who is writing about the Gagauz : 
"Anyway, the Gagauz language does not exist, and the aspiration for detachment of the 
part of the Gagauz into a separate nation, the substitution of the name Bulgar by which 
they were calling themselves with the appellation Gagauz is a manipulated process with 
b. d ,,71 an am iguous en . 
Analysis of the arguments above indicate their weakness immediately. The 
Gagauz could not become Turkified for the basic reason that Turkification campaigns of 
the Balkan people were undertaken three times: 1. at the beginning of the sixteenth 
century, 2. in the second half of the seventeenth century, 3. at the beginning of the 
seventeenth century. The majority of the Bulgarians who had converted to Islam became 
known as Pomaks, but this has nothing to do with the Gagauz. 72If they were Turkified, 
then they would have also be called Pomak and not Gagauz. 
Moreover, here, one is prompted to ask: How can the fact that these so called 
converted Bulgarians had retained their Turkish language during the centuries be 
explained? And if the Gagauz and the Gacal were descendants of proto-Bulgarians why 
then they had felt the necessity to call themselves Gagauz or Gacal. That those Bulgarians 
who gave their name to the Slav people who exceeded them in number and in the length 
of period spent in Balkans would change their names is unthinkable. 
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Much more reasonable sounds the hypothesis that the Gagauz are descendants of 
Turkic tribes, although their exact origin could not be proved with historical documents. 
Comparative analysis of the Gagauz folklore, language, and traditions further highlight 
their Turkish origin. 
One of the Turkic tribes- most probably the Uz- that migrated into Bulgaria 
between the ninth and eleventh centuries had laid the roots of the would-be Gagauz 
nation. These tribes, however, did not remain homogeneous (pure). During the centuries 
they underwent a transformation process. Naturally they interacted with other tribes 
coming to the Balkans like the Seldjuk Turks and the Ottoman Turks. 
Language researches, furthermore, add more strength to this theory. The Polish 
scholar Tadeusz Kowalski had found out that the language spoken by the Bessarabian 
Gagauz is very similar to those spoken by the Turks, living in Deliorman (south Dobrudja 
and northeast Bulgaria). According to him Turkish spoken along the Danube banks can 
be separated into three strata: 
1. North Turkish: the first and the oldest stratum was composed by the remnants 
of a Turkish tribe that have come from the North. 
2. Pre- Ottoman south Turkish: the second stratum carries traces from a strong 
south language that had existed in the Balkans before the Ottoman's arrival (probably the 
Seldjuk Turks' language). 
3. Ottoman Turkish: the third stratum was made up of components of the 
language that was in use during the Ottoman period. 73 
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Yes, the findings of the linguists displays an interaction between the above 
mentioned groups, and such transmission is natural, but to the question of who the 
Gagauz are one could not give an answer: synthesis of all of them. In order to find correct 
response to this question works of the historians in this field should be thoroughly 
contemplated. 
Furthermore, a distinction between those scholars whose works are 
exclusively dedicated to the Gagauz and those who had only touched upon the issue in 
their writings should be made. The scholars that fell into the first category are those 
previously mentioned like W. Radloff, V. Moshkov, A. Manov, C. Jirecek, M. Caktr, M. 
N. Guboglo, Th. Menzel, and K. Karpat among the Turkish ones and the rest discussed 
above had just mentioned the Gagauz in their studies without going into too much details. 
To sum up, from the forgoing it becomes clear that the more important 
theories about the origins of the Gagauz that deserve attention are : Turkified Christian 
Bulgarians, Greeks, Cumans, Uz, Seldjuk Turks. 
Cumans: Gagauz could not come from the Cumans for the simple reason that 
most of the Cumans settled in Hungary and the rest that came to Balkans were so few in 
number and so dispersed that they soon got assimilated by the outnumbering Balkan 
population. Because of this they could not remain as a compact group that would survive 
centuries of foreign domination. 
Seldjuk Turks: Although this hypothesis seems reasonable and is accepted by 
a great number of scholars ( mostly by the Turkish ones of course), it has several weak 
points. First , whether izzettin Keykavus went to Dobrudja is not proven, but it is a fact 
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that Seldjuk Turks came to the region with San Saltuk and lived there for a while. 
However, later, most of them went to Crimea after izzettin was rescued from the castle, 
and again no sufficient number for a would be nation was left. Second, even if we assume 
that the Gagauz derived their roots from Seldjuk Turks, how then we would explain their 
Christian faith. As one would recall, Seldjuk Turks were Muslims, and once you become 
Muslim, it is very hard, if not impossible to convert to another faith. In any case history 
does not now many or to say any examples of Muslims, becoming en masse Christians, 
but it has witnessed the reverse several times. 
Turkified Christian Bulgarians: The criticism of this theory was made above, 
and here it would be only once again reiterated that if the Gagauz were Bulgarians then 
the question arises why they would feel the necessity to speak Turkish, to call themselves 
Gagauz and what is more important continuing throughout the centuries to distinguish 
their villages and mahalles from those of the Bulgarians. 
Greeks: To regard Gagauz as descendants of Greeks is nothing, but 
exaggeration of some exceptional cases when during the Byzantine rule, some Gagauz 
were assimilated by Greeks and started associating themselves with the Byzantine church 
and culture. To be sure, the Gagauz wrote using Greek letters, but this does not mean that 
they come from the Helens. And to pretend the opposite would be just an 
oversimplification of the historical events. 
So, the only logical explanation for the origins of the Gagauz is to accept the 
view that they descended from the Uz who in the eleventh century came to eastern 
Bulgaria from the Russian steps where they had accepted Christianity. 
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RESETTLEMENT 
The name Gagauz started to appear in the Russian authors' works relatively 
recently. Ottoman sources remain silent on when this name began to be used. Byzantine 
sources also did not use the name Gagauz. Instead it could be presumed that in describing 
them the term Turkish-speaking Helen was preferred. 
Thus, for the first time the name Gagauz was encountered in 1817, in a Russian 
census recording the emigrants. Until the 1850, the so-called "Gagauz" had figured in the 
Russian registers as Turkish-speaking Bulgarians, but after the second half of the 
nineteenth century they were mentioned in official administrative documents as being 
different from Bulgarians. In other words, they were separated from the Bulgarian 
. 1. 74 nattona tty. 
The explanation for this could be found in the events taking place at that time. In 
the second half of the previous century a mass flight from the Balkans to Bessarabia had 
started. Together with the Bulgarians Bulgarian-looking, but Turkish-speaking refugees 
took part in this flight. Those refugees were called Turkified Bulgarians and under this 
name they were registered in the Russian state departments, which were responsible for 
the settlement of the refugees. 75 
Only later, as a result of the close relationship with the immigrants, the Russian 
intelligentsia got interested in finding who these people were. Then, for the first time, 
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scholars started speaking about the Gagauz and creating a number of hypothesis about 
their origins and the meaning of their name. 76 
Almost all of these hypothesis were unanimous on the meaning of the syllable uz 
at the end of the name Gagauz. What constituted a problem was the meaning of the gaga 
syllable. Many scholars spent a lot of time trying to find out what the word gaga meant 
and where it came from. From the past to the present various derivations of the name 
Gagauz were put forward, as indicated in the previous chapter, but the scholars could not 
unite on a single explanation. 
Gagauz mainly came to Moldovan territory from northeastern Bulgaria along 
with Bulgarians fleeing persecution under the Ottoman Empire during and after the 
Russo-Turkish war of 1806-12. However, the emigration started a little bit earlier: 
Moshkov basing his arguments on A. Skulks, had written that resettlement from the 
Ottoman Empire started in 1750 and continued until 1846. It began spontaneously: when 
in 1752, the government learned about it, it was taken under control. The first stream of 
the emigrants were settled in Novorossiysk region. In 1769, the Russian government 
decided to allow a wave of emigrants to resettle. The second party arrived at the end of 
the Russo-Turkish war in 1787-1791. 77 
So, the Gagauz for the first time came to Bessarabia in 1770. In Lopu~na 
district they had formed two colonies: Cadir and Orak where they lived for 50 years until 
the Nogay Tatars left definitely Bucak. 78 
Part of the settlers were based on the lands of the Moldovan boyars, another 
part-the largest one - in the villages of the Nogay Tatars. Here, the Gagauz lived in Ja~Jas 
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and fann-houses of the Nogays until the last definitely left Bucak in 1808. By this the 
Nogay origin of the most of the Gagauz villages is explained.79 In 1818, the Gagauz from 
the "<;achr" village had established another village called "<;achr-Lunga" and the Gagauz 
from "Orak" had respectively established the "Ardama" village.80 
After the Nogay Tatars emigrated from Bucak to Crimea in 1806-1808, the 
huge territory of Bucak comprising 1.5 million hectares land remained nearly inhabited. 
The task of the Russian administration was to inhabit it with loyal Russian citizens. But 
the serfdom system did not allow for the movement of people from the central Russian 
b . 81 gu em1as. 
Thus, Russia at the end of eighteenth and the beginning of nineteenth century 
and especially during the wars with Turkey had sustained a special policy regarding the 
Christian population of the Balkan peninsula: Russia was interested in attracting 
emigrants from the Balkans. On the other hand, Balkan nations were seeing in the face of 
Russia its liberator from the Ottoman yoke. 
The mass flight to Bessarabia took place during the Russo-Turkish war of 
1809-1812 and after the Bucharest Peace Agreement of 1812. One of the clauses of this 
agreement foresaw the free emigration from the one side to the other.82 Russian generals 
Kutuzov and Bagration played an important role in this process. On 26 April 1811, 
Kutuzov, in the name of the government addressed the emigrants promising them large 
privileges and exemptions. This had attracted many settlers- the numbers grew from 4000 
in 1809 to 25, 000 in 1812. 
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In 1812, however, the Napoleon War started and Kutuzov had to leave 
Besarabia. Remaining administrators paid little attention to the faith of the settlers who 
were undergoing great hardships. Local authorities started to collect various taxes and 
duties. The plight of the settlers was so bad that some of them began to return to Turkey. 
This continued until 1818-1819 when for a chief curator was appointed Ivan 
Inzov and Tsar Alexander I had paid a personal visit to the region. After his visit, 
Alexander I had issued an ukase on 29 December 1819 which brought a fmal solution to 
the status of the settlers. 83 They got the opportunity to populate the western part of the 
Bucak territory which was especially distributed to them. Moreover, they were exempted 
from obligations to the throne for several years; from army services and other duties and 
taxes. The settlers were given such favorable conditions that until the middle of the 19th 
century they became exemplary agricultural residents with no counterpart in the Empire. 
In Bessarabia they enjoyed the status of privileged "colonists" with substantial land 
allotments from the Tsarist authorities. 
As indicated in the foregoing, the Russian Parliamentary Decree from 29 
December 1819 and the special decree of the Ministry of Interior from March 1821 had 
determined the location of the Danube emigrants. They were settled into four districts: 
Prut, Kagul, izmail, Bucak. The largest number of the Gagauz happened to settle in 
Bucak.84 
In 1909-1910, due to the uneasy living conditions, part of the Gagauz moved 
to Aktyubinsk, Turgay region located in Central Asia. Later, in 1825, another group went 
to Tashkent. In the same year, a number of Gagauz, living in Romania emigrated to 
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Argentina and Brazil. At that time Romania and Brazil concluded an agreement, 
according to which emigrants were provided with free ship tickets, food for the trip and 
what is more important, were promised land on their arrival. Due to these incentives, 
thousands of Gagauz went to San- Paolo to seek fortune. 85 Additional small communities 
in the North Caucasus and in the Kazakhstan date from 1908-14 when some of the 
Gagauz moved there in response to Stolypin's agrarian reform. 
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FORMATION OF THE GAGAUZ NATIONAL 
IDENTITY 
It became known from the foregoing that the Gagauz resettled in Bessarabia at 
the end of the 18th and the beginning of the 19th century. However, a very important fact 
should be highlighted here: before that time there was no such thing as Gagauz. In no 
historical record until 1817, the Gagauz name was mentioned. For the first time Gagauz 
name is encountered in 1817, in a Russian census recording the emigrants. 
Thus, until the resettlement nobody knew about the Gagauz. They were 
regarded as Turkified Bulgarians and under that name they entered the Russian registers. 
Only later as a result of close relationship with the new colonists, the Russian 
intelligentsia had realized that among the settlers there are people that look different from 
Bulgarians, who had different language, traditions and way of life. Scholars became 
interested in finding out who these people were. So, an investigation boom began. As 
various theories were put forward, the Gagauz began to show more interest in their roots 
and identity. 
There was a man who acted as a driving force stimulating the Gagauz societal 
awakening: the· Gagauz priest and professor Mihail Calar. He for the first time wrote 
several books on the Gagauz language. The most important among these books was 
Besarabiela Gagauzlaran Iston"easa (Besarabiyah Gagauzlarm istoriyas1 - History of the 
Beasarabian Gagauz, Chisinau, 1934). 
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In 1904 Mihail Calor translated into the Gagauz language some psalms, the 
Bible and other religious texts. He also had told Archbishop Vladimir to apply to the 
Holy Synod for a permission to print books in Gagauz Turkish. In 1907, the Holy Synod 
gave its permission for the printing of books in Gagauz in Cyrillic alphabet. Thus, in 
1907 the first book with religious context- the Psaltery- was published in Cyrillic. Then 
in 1909 the Holy Bible was published using again the Cyrillic alphabet. In 1911 a liturgy 
book written in Cyrillic alphabet and Eschi Baalantanan Aiazlala istorieasa (History of 
the Old Balantanan Saints) followed. Apart from these, in 1912 ,other three religious 
books were published. 86 
The Gagauz people were so grateful to their priest that in 1931 they wrote a 
letter of gratitude which was read publicly in the church after the liturgy. In this letter 
they acknowledged the fact that before Mihail Calor there was nothing written in their 
native language. For this reason he had become for them what Cyrill and Methodius were 
to the Slavs. They also thanked him for presenting the Gagauz the opportunity to read the 
Bible in their mother tongue in the church and at home.87 
The significance of the role of the Gagauz priest should be emphasized here, 
because he was the first man to tell the Gagauz that they were not just an ethnic group 
like the Gypsies for example, but that they formed a nation. Mihail Calor was the one 
who invoked the national identity of the Gagauz and his efforts triggered a process which 
in the end of the 1980s would culminate in demanding an independent statehood and 
ended in establishing an autonomous republic. 
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Another man that also played a crucial role in the process of the formation of 
the Gagauz identity was the Turkish ambassador to Romania, Hamdullah Suphi 
Tannover. Tannover used to be the head of the key nationalist organization in Turkey-
Tiirk Ocag1 (Turkic Hearth). Moreover, he was one of the leaders of the pan-Turkic 
nationalist movement in Turkey at that time. 
The inspiring work of Turkish Ambassador Hamdullah Suphi Tannover who 
was deeply shaken by the closure of Tiirk Ocaldan (the Turkic Hearth Society) in his 
home country, thus having transferred his activities to help Turks in Romania 88 cause to 
wake up the Gagauz national consciousness. Although Tannover was offered 
appointment to Belgrad, Bucharest and Cairo, he insisted on going to Romania, because 
he knew that Turkish Muslim and Christian communities among which he could continue 
his activities were living in Dobrudja and Bessarabia. 89 
H. S. Tannover told the Gagauz that they are Turks and did everything 
possible to bring the two nations together. Like a missionary, he visited many Gagauz 
villages and towns in Bessarabia and Dobrudja, spending a lot of time among them, in 
their houses, teaching them what is to be a Turk. He had opened in their villages and 
towns Turkish schools; he was the one to bring from the Mecidiye Medrese (seminary) 
teachers; he was the one who supplied those schools with Turkish books, collected in 
Istanbul and Ankara. 90 
In March 1918, after the collapse of the Russian Empire, Bessarabia became 
part of Romania, but in June 1940 Romania was forced to cede Bessarabia and Northern 
Bukovina to the USSR, the annexation having been agreed with Germany in the 1939 
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secret Nazi-Soviet Pact. In the wake of Germany's attack on the USSR, the Soviet Union 
once again lost Bessarabia to Romania in July 1941, but following victory in the Second 
World War, the Soviets regained it. 
Under Romanian rule, Bessarabia's Gagauz had some native language schools 
functioning with the assistance of teachers from Turkey under a Romanian-Turkish 
agreement, and they used the Latin script for writing in their native language.91 As 
indicated above, with the help of the Turkish ambassador to Romania at that time 80 
Turkish teachers who had graduated from the Mecidiye Medrese in Dobrudja were sent to 
20 Gagauz villages in Romania to teach Turkish at the primary schools there. At the same 
time, some of the Gagauz students were taken to Turkey to receive an education in 
different schools. Most of these students went back after having completed their 
education, but some of them had stayed in Turkey as well.92 
The number of those that remained in Turkey was approximately forty and 
most of them worked either as teachers, lawyers or physicians. After becoming Turkish 
citizens, in order to distinguish them from the non-Turk Christians, a special law was 
promulgated so that a Turkish Orthodox could be written in the section of their identity 
cards indicating their religion.93 Moreover, Hamdullah Suphi Tannover planned to bring 
all of the Gagauz to Turkey and to settle them in the Thrace region. According to him , 
Turkey at that time needed these hard-working people. 94 Y ~ar Nabi having visited many 
Gagauz villages and met many Gagauz also wrote about their will to settle to Turkey.95 
Unfortunately, the Second World War prevented him from the realization of this project. 
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This student and teacher exchange have had a profound impact on the 
rapprochement of the Gagauz and Turkish people. Before Tannover, the two nations were 
not close to each other in ethno-national sense. Only after his activities, the Gagauz were 
presented with the opportunity to learn the Turkish culture and study in Turkish schools 
which had brought the two nations closer to each other and contributed to the awakening 
of the Gagauz national identity. 
Due to the activities of that great Turkish idealist, the Gagauz were given 
national self consciousness; were reminded about their Turkic roots. Nevertheless, this 
rapprochement, initiated with immense sacrifices and tremendous hopes and ideals did 
not continue long enough. In 1944 Bessarabia was annexed by the Soviets and all this 
came to an end. Hamdullah Suphi Tannover after thirteen years service in Romania had 
to went back and this unwilling retrieval deeply hurt him. 
Thus, in initiating the process of the Gagauz national revival the activities of 
two men- Mihail Calor and Hamdullah Suphi Tannover- played a vital role. Calor began 
teaching the Gagauz who they were, Tannover, on the other hand, introduced them into 
the Turkic world, gave them a Turkish identity. 
Under Soviet rule the historical area of Gagauz settlement in southern 
Bessarabia has been divided between two republics. The Gagauz, too get separated: one 
part remained in Moldova while the other found itself in Ukraine. This division put them 
away from each other and acted as an obstacle in achieving national cohesion. 
Furthermore, such situation had brought to an end any possibility to retain their ties and 
coordinate their activities. 
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Tragic consequences of this were seen in the fact that for many years, the 
Gagauz people were dispersed in different administrative regions, and in fact get lost in 
the multinational mass of the population in Bucak. Separation of the borders of the two 
republics-Moldova and Ukraine- deprived for many years the Gagauz from any 
opportunity to come together and decide with the strength of their intellect the tasks of 
their national revival.96 After all this, it is not surprising that for forty years any attempt to 
stimulate the development of the Gagauz language and culture did not have even a small 
effect. 
From all this it could be seen that, at the beginning of this century, the Gagauz 
experienced a cultural revival that saw the first Gagauz publications in the native 
language, some printed in Cyrillic, but most, including the Gospels and other religious 
works printed in the Latin script. 97 
' 
Because of the works of these two 'great men-Mihail <;alor and Hamdullah 
Suphi Tannover- the Gagauz people had gained their national and social identity and self-
consciousness. Before Mihail <;alor , the Gagauz children had to be educated and to write 
on the script and read in the language of thdse nations who had dominated them at 
different periods of time. 
Thus, when all of the Orthodox Christians in the Ottoman Empire were put 
under the rule of the Greek Church, the Gagauz had to learn Greek and to go to Byzantine 
schools. Those Gagauz, living in Bulgaria, however, had to use the Bulgarian language 
and Bulgarian textbooks in schools. When the Gagauz resettled in Bucak, they, this time, 
had to learn Moldovan and Russian in order to communicate and study. However, they 
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succeeded to stand up against the assimilation attempts of either Bulgarians, Greeks, 
Romanians and Russians who were trying throughout the centuries to swallow them. 
Some of these attempts succeeded giving a pretext for Greek and Bulgarian scholars to 
claim that the Gagauz were indeed Turkified Bulgarians or Greeks. 
Yet, it was their language- the Turkish language- that had united these people 
all the time and helped them retaining their identity. Until the first half of the twentieth 
century, the Gagauz kept their culture and identity alive by oral transmission of their fairy 
tales, folk songs, legends and all other traditions. Their folklore had become the main and 
only source in investigating their roots, beliefs and traditions. 
Moreover, the fact that the Gagauz better than all Turkic tribes had preserved 
the western-Turkic (Oghuz ) linguistic and ethno-cultural base which is distinguished 
with the peculiarity of the unique influence of the European linguistic and cultural 
traditions constitutes the Gagauz phenomenon. To this end had contributed the 
circumstance that in the course of nine centuries, the Gagauz like their ancestors the 
Oghuz were ethnically isolated from the Slav and Romanian cultural environment that 
surrounded them. 98 
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GAGAUZ POLITICAL MOVEMENT 
In 1905, Russia was shaken by one of the biggest challenges to the Tsarist 
authority in its contemporary history. The revolts taking place everywhere in Russia 
brought an enormous turmoil, civil disorder and bloodshed. During 1905, the universities 
and high schools were centers of political unrest. Workers made a fair amount of progress 
in organizing unions, and both liberals and peasants held numerous illegal meetings to 
express their discontent with the existing economic and political order. In December 
1905, the radical left's last hopes of overthrowing the autocracy were dashed when a 
violent confrontation erupted in Moscow between the government and the 
revolutionaries, which triggered the bloodiest strife of the upheaval.99 
In this atmosphere of overall anarchy that had brought the Russian Empire to 
the brink of collapse, the Gagauz, according to the words of the Gagauz writer and 
initiator of the Gagauz Halla movement in 1988, rebelled in January 1906 against both 
Tsarist Russia and Moldovans. Under the leadership of Andrei Galatsan, as Stepan Bulgar 
writes in his book Can Pazan (Chisinau, 1988) they declared an independent Gagauz 
Republic having Komrat as a capital. However, this state lived for only two weeks. On 
January 6, 1906 two squadrons came from Chisinau and took over the self- proclaimed 
Gagauz republic. Russian soldiers rounded up the Gagauz people and brought them 
into the main square in Komrat ( sobor). There they made the Gagauz kneel down, and 
tortured them. 100 
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The causes of this rebellion, however, should be investigated more thoroughly 
for the simple reason that in 1906 it is too early to speak for an organized national 
movement of the Gagauz. Moreover, at that time they did not have a national self-
consciousness, they did not realize who they were and would not do so until 1930s. 
According to Stepan Bulgar, a participant in this revolutionary movement that 
was going to play an important role in the Gagauz "bid for autonomy" in the subsequent 
years was the then 17 year-old Pauli Nikolaev. Although he was young, he together with 
Galatsan Anreilan had organized the Komrat Revolution in 1906. He had escaped to 
Switzerland after the Russian troops took over the self-proclaimed Gagauz republic, but 
returned in 1907. After his arrival he was put into Chisinau prison where he met the 
Russian bandit Grigorii Katovski. Then he was moved to Siberia where he lived till the 
February Revolution (1917) when Russia became a constitutional monarchy. 101 
After being released from prison, Pauli Nikolaev went to Komrat in the spring 
of 1917 where together with Katovski had started to work for the revolution. Then, he 
went to Chisinau. Regarding this period, S. Ruban in an article entitled "Organization of 
the Bessarabian Bolsheviks in the October Period" which appeared in the journal 
Krasnaya Bessarabia (Red Bessarabia) in 1927 has written that "Pauli Nikolaev came 
from Komrat to seek on a way to found a Gagauz Republic with Komrat as a capital"102 
In Chisinau, as Stepan Bulgar writes, P. Nikolaev after having a discussion 
with the Bolshevik leader Meleshin, understood that he could not expect help from the 
Moldovan Bolsheviks as they had enough problems after all. However, he stayed in 
Chisinau where he began to work actively there joining the Communist party, and in 
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1918, he together with the Bolshevik army had crossed Dniestr and after the Moldovan 
Autonomous republic was established stayed to work there. 103 
According to Stepan Bulgar again, another man who was working for the 
realization of the Gagauz autonomy was Petr Genov. He was a prominent officer in the 
Russian Army: a captain in the I Bessarabian Regiment, where many other Gagauz were 
alio fighting. Genov was also "burning with the idea of an autonomous Gagauz 
Republic" and he was ready to serve those who would give support for the realization of 
this idea. The proclamations of Lenin gave him what he was looking for. Thus, he 
thought that if he and the other Gagauz fought bravely to liberate Bessarabia from 
Romanian occupation, Lenin would be grateful to them and would give his permission 
for the establishment of a Gagauz autonomy. 
Having this in mind Genov got together with Katovski and in 1919 wrote a 
letter to Lenin requesting autonomy for the Gagauz. 104But this did not realize. The 
Gagauz were denied autonomy. In reaction P. Genov resigned from the Communist Party 
and in the following years was imprisoned by Stalin. Despite this, he did not give up: in a 
letter to a friend he had written that " the time will come when the Gagauz will obtain 
h . ,,10s t err autonomy. 
Moreover, according to Stepan Bulgar again, Genov helped the work of the 
outstanding Turkologist Nikolai Dmitriev who wrote in 1929 Fonetika Gagauzskogo 
Yazyka (Phonetics of the Gagauz Language). In a conversation with Genov, N. Dmitriev 
had said that "books for the Gagauz should be written because one day Bessarabia would 
unite its mother land and the Gagauz should have their alphabet and to learn their 
45 
language. As you know, all the Turkic nations in this country have their alphabets. This 
should be prepared for the Gagauz as well. I believe this day will come.''106 
The day came, but not for good. Those great hopes ended m a big 
disappointment. Under the Stalin regime, let alone not granting autonomy, the very 
existence of the Gagauz nation was denied. 
Another group that believed in the nationality policy of Lenin in 1940 went to 
fight in the Spanish civil war on the behalf of the communists. After turning back, this 
group sent a petition to Moscow demanding autonomy on the ground that by fighting in 
the brigades they had completed their duty and now came to receive what was their just 
right. Not surprisingly, all of them were imprisoned and after that nobody heard anything 
about them: no one came back. 107 
Here, it should be pointed out that all these arguments sound more or less like 
a Communist propaganda, which used the well known Gagauz individuals to create 
revolutionary figures fighting against the Tsarist oppression and believing in the 
Communist ideal that promised a liberation of all nations from Tsarist repression. 
Stalin's rule was accompanied by the usual deportations, repression, and 
immigration of Slavic populations. The Gagauz also had taken their share of all this. In 
194 7, he had sent the Gagauz kulaks to Siberia. Apart from this, many Gagauz were sent 
in 1944 to Kazakhstan to work under the so-called Trudanniya (Labor Army). 108 
According to Bulgar many men between the age of 17 to 55 were sent to Asia to the 
working camps. If someone tried to escape, he was put from 5 to 10 years in jail. After 
that the wives of those sent to the camps followed their husbands. For this reason, many 
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villages in Bessarabia became almost empty. However, many of them died in Kazakhstan 
due to the extremely hard working conditions. Many more of those who remained in the 
villages- approximately forty percent had died in the famine which followed the Second 
World War. The situation was worse in the Gagauz villages. Streets were full of death 
bodies: in the Be~alma village alone, two hundred child corpses were collected from the 
street. 109 
As indicated in the foregoing, Stalin had denied the existence of the Gagauz 
nationality. For instance, Georgi Genov- brother of the well known Gagauz fighter for the 
consolidation of the Soviet rule in Bessarabia Petr Genov- was arrested in 1937 for 
illegally crossing the Romanian border in 1927. When filling the documents he had 
written Gagauz in the nationality section. Thus he was put in prison for 8 years for 
unknown nationality. He was released in 1945 and rehabilitated in 1956 when the 
Communist Party undertook a campaign against Stalin. 110 
The only documents during the Stalin's reign of terror where the Gagauz as a 
nationality were admitted were the documents of L. Beria. These record the exact number 
of Turks, Slavs, Moldovans and Gagauz who were sent to Siberia. This situation 
continued until Stalin died in 1953. During the Khrushchev regime a permission was 
given to those in Central Asia to return to their homeland. 111 
From 1963 until 1987 there is not much to say about the cultural 
development of the Gagauz. The books that were printed were few in number and with a 
circulation of 800 or 1000 copies. Intensive policies of both Russification and 
Moldovanization were applied by the Moldovan government at the republican level and 
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the Soviet government at the Soviet level. So, under these conditions it is natural that the 
Gagauz youngsters could not read in Gagauz and become quickly Russified. 
Apart from this, linguistic Russification made substantial progress among the 
Gagauz owing to the complete lack of opportunities for a Gagauz cultural life and native-
language education since the Soviet annexation. It was considerably more successful 
among the culturally underprivileged Gagauz than among the Moldovans who were able 
to conduct their own life and had the option of native language education. 112 Ironically, 
while Cyrillic script was introduced to the Moldovans of Bessarabia in 1944, it was not 
introduced into the Gagauz language until 1957. From all this it could be inferred that the 
Gagauz were so neglected that even the Soviet authorities had forgotten them. 
Theoretically, the Gagauz language was written in Latin script until then. 
However, since no books were printed, no newspapers appeared, and no teaching was 
conducted in Gagauz for the first 15 years of Soviet rule from 1940-1941 and 1944-1957, 
in what script Gagauz was supposed to have been written was purely academic debate. In 
1957 the Presidium of the Supreme Soviet of Moldavia decreed that Gagauz be written in 
Cyrillic script. After a few years, the first books began to appear in Cyrillicized Gagauz; 
first a dictionary in 1959, then poetry collections in 1959 and 1963, and then a collection 
of short stories in 1966. However, Gagauz did not go far as a literary language. 113 
Moreover, from 1957 until 1990, only 33 small books were published in the Gagauz. In 
the 1957-1958 academic year, a few Gagauz-language schools were opened in southern 
Moldova, but there were liquidated by 1961 and replaced with Russian-only programs. 114 
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TOW ARDS INDEPENDENCE 
After these policies of intensive Russification, it is not surprising that the 
Gagauz intelligentsia took advantage of the Gorbachev's policies of glasnost and 
perestroika. In this new environment, the Gagauz decided to raise their voice. 
In 1988, a group of Gagauz intellectuals among whom were the journalist 
Stepan Bulgar, the painter Dimitri Sevastin, and the engineer Andrei B1y1kh got together 
in Komrat and laid the basis of the Gagauz Halla (Gagauz People) movement. They had 
found a cultural and debating club. The opening session was held by Stepan Bulgar who 
had also given the name Gagauz Halla ( Gagauz People) to the movement in response to 
the articles that were appearing in the Moldovan press at that time claiming that the 
G . b hn 115 agauz were not a nation, ut an et os. 
As it is generally presumed by most of the scholars writing on the Gagauz 
movement, the Gagauz Halla did not originate in reaction to the Moldovan language law. 
When it began, in 1988, there was no such a discussion going on; it was not even 
mentioned at that time. The law in question came into being later. 
It could be argued that the Gagauz Halla movement was not reactionary; it 
was not directed against any particular organization, law or a person. Indeed, its aim was 
to stimulate the development of the Gagauz nation demanding from the Communist Party 
what they considered to be their just right: acknowledgment as a nation which needed 
resuscitation of language and cultural life. In other words, it could be claimed that the 
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Gagauz Halk1 was against the nationality politics of the Communist Party at that time. 
Ironically, it became a tool in the hands of the Communist Party which managed to use 
the movements to achieve its own aspirations in Moldova. 
The movement began with the publishing of the periodical Halk (People) in 
January 1989. On 10 February 1989, six people: S. Bulgar, D. Novak, D. Sevastin, G. 
Stomatov, V. Topal and T. Sirkeli went to Chisinau. Their aim was to open a banner "Da 
Zdravstvuet Gagauzskaya A vtonomnaya Sovetskaya Sotsialisticheskaya Respublika" 
(Long Live the Gagauz Autonomous Soviet Socialist Republic) in the front of the central 
building of the Communist Party there. They fulfilled their goal by getting into the 
building and by opening the banners. Immediately, a big crowd formed around them-
approximately 150 policemen and plain-cloths-men arrived. The group stood there with 
the banners demanding an autonomy for the Gagauz for one hour. Then the authorities 
allowed them into the building and a discussion went on for about three hours. At the end 
the Gagauz were transferred to the court which punished them by fining ten rubles each. 
This was the very first sign of the would-be struggle for autonomy. 116 
Following this ,on 21 May 1989, for the first time Gagauz Halla founding 
congress was held during which Stepan Bulgar was elected president (B~kan); twenty 
one members founded the Central Committee and Maria Marunevi~ became the vice 
president. During the congress a declaration " About the Creation of the Gagauz 
Autonomous Republic" was prepared. With that declaration sixty people went to Moscow 
to meet Anatoliy Lukyanov the Chairman of the Supreme Committee on Nationalities. In 
May 1989, in the Russian Parliament the Gagauz issue was discussed twenty times. The 
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aid for the Gagauz delegation came from the Ukrainian deputy- Genadii Anufrei, not the 
G d . . . h b d 117 agauz eputtes as 1t mig t e expecte . 
This fact clearly indicates that in the beginning the Gagauz Communist party 
members and especially those holding high posts in the Soviet apparatus did not support 
the movement. But, this did not come as a surprise: taking into consideration the political 
situation at that time it is understandable that the Gagauz apparatchiki were afraid of 
loosing their posts. 
In August, the Gagauz delegation again met Lukyanov. After the meeting 
permission to convene a commission dealing with the Gagauz issue was given. Thus, a 
hundred-member commission, out of which sixty were Gagauz was formed. It had three 
subdivisions: 1. History, headed by Kuroglu; 2.Economy- by Tav§anc1; 3. Law- by S. 
Bulgar. This commission worked until November 1989: many researches were conducted 
during which the commission got help from the Kazan Tatars. At the end, it came out 
with a decision admitting that the Gagauz people had a right to form an autonomous 
"t 118 uni. 
The composition of the commission appeared to be clearly weighted towards 
the supporters of territorial autonomy. The commission leaders announced that they were 
reviving a range of options for Gagauz territorial autonomy: autonomous republic, 
autonomous oblast, national okrug, and national raions ( county). 119 
Right after this an anti-campaign started in the Moldovan press, mainly by 
those Moldovan nationalists who wanted to unite with Romania. They wrote that a 
Gagauz nation had not existed in the past and did not exist in the present. At that time 
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also a discussion about who were the Gagauz and where their roots lie was initiated. The 
Moldovan nationalists claimed that the Gagauz were not an indigenous population; that 
they had settled on a "pure" Moldovan land , and had become a "pimple" that should be 
eradicated from the face of Moldova. 120 
From this point on, the trouble-free Moldovan-Gagauz relations that had 
prevailed until then radically changed. The rift with the Gagauz came as a bitter surprise 
to the Moldovan elite and public. Instead of a potential ally, it confronted Moldova with a 
"second front". Indeed, the Moldovan national movement had, in its early stages, 
regarded the Gagauz as having shared the Moldovans' plight in terms of low social status, 
subordination to a largely alien bureaucracy, denationalization, and forced isolation from 
the parent countries and cultures. The Moldovan Popular Front advocated cultural 
autonomy for the Gagauz and supported the provisions in Moldova's language laws 
regarding the official use of the Gagauz language on the local level. 121 
With regard to this, the Gagauz Halk1 leaders made connections with 
Azerbaijan, requesting help on the ground that both people had the same origin: Turkic 
roots. The situation became tense. This tension, furthermore rose when on 1 September 
the Moldovan Supreme Soviet introduced the Latin alphabet for Moldova, named 
Moldovan the republic's state language and set deadlines by which state employees 
would be expected to demonstrate proficiency in the language. 
After this those Communist Party members who were against the Gagauz 
Halla movement so far, suddenly changed their position and became the fiercest 
defenders of the Gagauz autonomy. It is not hard to find the real reason here- the fear that 
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they could not pass the language test made them to behave in such a way. After that, 
Gagauz and Russian Communists organized strikes in the region to defend the primacy of 
the Russian language against the rise of Moldovan to the state language , notwithstanding · 
the fact that the language law provided for the use of Gagauz language in local 
administration and courts. This fact clearly indicates that the language law was not the 
real cause of the events talcing place at that time, it was only the pretext. But there was 
more- the factual cause for the problem should be sought in the policy of the Russian 
Communist Party which in its bid for control deliberately supported separatist 
movements on the soil of those republics that were trying to brealc relations with 
Moscow. 
For this reason, the political strategists and nationality specialists on the staffs 
of the Central Committee of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union and of the USSR 
Supreme Soviet promoted the Gagauz ethnic revival from 1989 to 1991. The Russians 
incited them to protest against the new nationalistic trends in the republic. Besides this, 
the Gagauz were told that a non-Soviet Moldova would confiscate their landholdings, 
inherited from Tsarist Russia; Romanianize them, and draw them into a Greater Romania. 
All this found credence among the ordinary Gagauz who had already feared Romanian 
chauvinism. " If they unite with Romania we could not raise up our heads. We would not 
be able to spealc our own language. 1.5 million Hungarians are suppressed in Romania. If 
Moldova reunites with Romania, only God knows what they would do to us". 122 These 
words of the Gagauz writer S. Stepanovich vividly indicate the common fear from a 
possible Romanian rule. 
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These developments led to a split in the movement in the autumn of 1989 : 
one group wanted autonomy to be granted by law after the commission had completed its 
job, another group defended self-proclamation. So, a discussion was going on among the 
Gagauz leaders whether to wait or not. 
At the end, on 2 November 1989, an agreement was reached to convene a 
congress on which to solve the problem. After having convened two times on 12 
November when the autonomy was proclaimed and on 3 December 1989, the 
Extraordinary Assembly of the Authorized Representatives of the Gagauz People issued a 
declaration in which the main goals of the newly created Gagauz Autonomous Soviet 
Socialist Republic were stated. The reasons for its creation were stated as follows: 
" The Gagauz nation as an independent ethnos, is on the brink of a total assimilation 
and final extinction. Gagauz language as an authentic language had preserved its Turkish 
foundation exclusively through an oral transmission in the course of many centuries in a 
foreign language environment . Nowadays it is endangered by a total extermination. 
For more than 160.000 Gagauz population ,living in the region, there is not a single 
national high school or a university functioning. All this had emerged as a result of an 
absence of a national educational system, a national intelligentsia and a respect for the 
ancient Gagauz culture by the surrounding nations. 
Thus, the legal guarantee for the national rebirth of this small nation lies in the 
creation of national-territorial autonomy for the Gagauz. Only political and legal self-
determination can stop the ongoing process of the disappearance of the Gagauz nation 
d . . . l I .. 123 an tts spmtua cu ture. 
The Gagauz Autonomous Soviet Socialist Republic guarantees the free 
development of all nations' cultures and an equal functioning of all nations' languages, 
setting as its goals: 
-Guaranteeing the independent economic development on the foundation of an 
equal functioning of all forms of socialist ownership; 
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-Determining a real national authority in the republic by the way of 
transmitting full authority to the local Soviet deputies laying the political foundation for a 
united socialist state; 
-Building a socialist autonomous republic on the principals of constitutional 
democracy; 
-Creating equal conditions for free development of all nationalities, workers, 
peasants and intelligentsia, living in the republic; 
-Re-birth of the Gagauz political and legal forms of statehood, restoration of 
. . l l ad' . d l 124 its nationa cu ture, tr itlons an anguage. 
After the proclamation of the republic, the Gagauz Halla leaders were urgently 
called to Chisinau where Extraordinary Session of the Parliament was convened. The 
head of the Parliament at that time Mircea Snegur had asked them why they did not wait 
for official permission. The response was that they could not go against the will of the 
l h d d. h . . . h 125 peop e w o were eman mg t err JUSt ng ts. 
The parliament immediately annulled the decision. 
The demise of Grossu' s leadership which was keen on granting the Gagauz 
concessions, halted the apparent progress toward autonomy. This shift in policy was 
highlighted in the elections of March 1990 when political power in the republic was 
transferred towards the nationalist Popular Front which desired a unification with 
Romania. 
During these elections, 8 deputies were elected from the Gagauz Halk1 to the 
Moldovan Parliament. There, they were trying to explain their views to the 
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Parliamentarians and to get them recognize the already existing autonomy. But each time 
they faced the same answer:" no, it is not considered appropriate." 
On 22 July 1990, a Second Gagauz Assembly convened in Komrat. The 
congress, reaffirmed the autonomy of the Gagauz Soviet Socialist Republic and approved 
a flag and a coat of arms -a white wolfs head within a gold circle on a blue background-
and an anthem of the republic and resolved to establish a national university. The Gagauz 
flag then has remained in place of numerous public buildings in the area. 
The adoption of this flag is a very important element of the Gagauz national 
revival for the fact that it symbolizes the Gagauz association with the pan-Turkist and 
pan-Turanian world. Likewise, this ancient Turkic flag openly shows the Gagauz will to 
take their place in the Turkic world, and it as a clear indicator that the Gagauz reached the 
fmal stage of their national revival by officially expressing and stressing their belonging 
to the Turkic world. 
Afterwards, the Gagauz participated actively in the various facilities organized 
to promote unity and cooperation in the Turkic world. For example, besides the 
delegations representing Turkestan, Nogays, Bashkiria, Uzbekistan, Crimean Tatars, 
Meshetian Turks, Tatarstan, Y akutia, the Chechen-Ingush Republic, Kazakhstan and 
Azerbaijan, in the Assamblei Narodov Vostoka (Assembly of the Eastern People) which 
took place on 29 September 1990126, there was also a delegation from the "Gagauz 
Republic". 
The Gagauz assembly and proclamation of autonomy on July 22 was 
accompanied by several pro-autonomy rallies on the left bank of the Dniestr. The Gagauz 
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movement had already found strong support among the Russian organizations in 
Moldova that acted against the Moldovan aspirations for escaping from Russian 
domination to unite with Romania. The Chisinau-based Intermovement Edinstvo and the 
Union of Work Collectives , based on the left bank of the Dniestr found in the Gagauz 
movement a natural ally against the Popular Front's efforts to brake with Moscow. For 
them and for the all-Union bodies of the Communist Party any division which would 
weaken Moldova internally was welcomed. 
For this reason, the delegates from Edinstvo and the Union of Work 
Collectives repeatedly toured the Gagauz localities, and addressed Gagauz audiences to 
encourage demands for a Gagauz republic with Russian as its official language and made 
printing facilities in Chisinau and on the left bank available to Gagauz Halla. 121 
Thus, the situation became polarized. The Gagauz Halla and the Russian 
separatists on the left bank of the Dniestr insisted on their autonomy, while the newly 
elected government was taking radical measures and steps toward unification with 
Romania. For example the nationalists' proposals, the adoption of the red, yellow and 
blue tricolor of Romania as the Republic's official flag was approved. The Moldovan 
Supreme Soviet had also declared the 1940 annexation of Bessarabia to have been illegal 
and on 24 June 1990, thousands of Moldovans and Romanians met on the border for a 
ceremony to mark the 49th anniversary of the annexation. 128 
After a delay, the Moldovan Parliament eventually took up a discussion of the 
Gagauz issue in August 1990. It annulled the decision of the Gagauz congress at its July 
27 session, rejecting the idea of autonomous entities on the republic's territory. The 
57 
Supreme Soviet also officially confirmed the ideas contained in a report from a 
Parliamentary commission that the Gagauz were "not indigenous", and therefore should 
b . d " hn" ,, . 129 e v1ewe as an et ic group , not a nation. 
All this and the reluctance of the Moldovan Parliament to recognize the 
Gagauz autonomy outraged the Gagauz. Their deputies reacted by leaving the Parliament: 
Topal, Kendigelian and M. Marunevi~ quit the Parliament and gathered together all the 
deputies from the Gagauz villages in Komrat. 
Thus, on 19 August 1990, an independent Republic was proclaimed. The 
assembly decided to hold elections for the Gagauz Parliament on October 1990. The 
declaration stated that the Gagauz intended to remain part of the Soviet Union, but to 
separate from Moldova. They also announced their willingness to sign a Union treaty. 
The Moldovan response showed that republic leaders can be even less tolerant 
of the aspirations of their ethnic minorities than the Kremlin had been toward the 
republics. The day after the Gagauz secession declaration, an emergency sitting of the 
Moldovan Supreme Soviet presidium declared the act unconstitutional, "having no force 
in law", and annulled all decisions of the Gagauz congress, warning that any attempt to 
implement them would be viewed as opposition to the law. The following day, August 
22, the Moldovan government dissolved the Gagauz national movement, outlawing 
Gagauz Halla and repealing its October 1989 registration. 130 
As the date set for elections approached, the situation got even worse. 
Romanian nationalists and the Prime Minister of Moldova-Mircea Drue- together with 
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the leader of the Popular Front -Yurii Roshka- provoked Moldovan students, workers and 
the whole population to take up arms in order to stop the Gagauz from balloting. 
In October 1990, 50,000 busloads of volunteers with government permit 
surrounded the Gagauz villages. In response, people from Komrat and the villages created 
barriers out of bulldozers and trucks on the roads which were blocked by Moldovan 
militia and cars. 800 volunteers from the Dniestr region who wanted to help the Gagauz, 
arrived via Ukraine carrying many machine guns. The region was on the brink of a civil 
war. Occasional skirmishes during which one child was killed in Moscoviye took place. 
The Moldovan volunteers also tried to enter into Vulkane~ti. " You want to make another 
Karabakh, but it would be Beirut" said the Gagauz lawyer Ilya Karak~ who had prepared 
the declaration of autonomy to Moldovan leaders. 131 All this brought close to damaging 
Moldovan-Gagauz relations irreparably. 
However, the Soviet Interior Ministry troops took over the situation: 12 
divisions of Soviet troops equipped with helicopters were moved in to separate the two 
sides. And only their intervention prevented the outbreak of a full scale war between the 
Moldovan and Gagauz irregulars. Moldovan President Snegur urged the Gagauz to call 
off the elections, but instead the Gagauz began early balloting: they elected the deputies 
for the Gagauz Parliament and a Head of the Parliament-Stepan Topal. 
A state of emergency was declared on October 26, public meetings were 
banned for a two-month period . The Moldovan Parliament passed a resolution denying 
the legitimacy of the Gagauz 'claim and subsequent dialogue on the issue was minimal 
until the spring of 1992 when the first official Chisinau-Komrat negotiations took 
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place. 132 On October 29, a compromise was reached: the leaders of the Gagauz movement 
and representatives of the Moldovan leadership agreed to declare a moratorium on both 
the Gagauz elections and the Moldovan Supreme Soviet's decision to reject the Gagauz 
request for autonomy. 133 For the Gagauz, the march seemed to substantiate the "enemy 
image" of Moldova propagated by Gagauz leaders, solidified those leaders' position 
among their people, giving them a reason for building up the "republican guard", and 
enabled Moscow to pose as a savor of the Gagauz by dispatching Internal Ministry troops 
ostensibly in order to defend them from Moldova. 134 
As the power of the USSR disintegrated, the Gagauz continued to form their 
own local government bodies. On 12 December 1990 the first session of the Gagauz 
"Supreme Soviet" elected in October, was held. The Moldovan Parliament repealed the 
state of emergency on 6 December, and within a few days USSR MVD troops had began 
to be withdrawn to the dismay of the Gagauz population. The Gagauz Supreme Soviet 
reaffirmed the sovereign status it had proclaimed and passed a declaration of 
"Sovereignty, Power, and Membership in the USSR on a Federate Basis". Gorbachev 
ignored the request of the Gagauz for status as a Union republic and issued a decree 
annulling Moldovan rejections of the supremacy USSR law, as well as Gagauz and 
D . . d b ·1135 mestr secession ecrees, ut to no ava1 . 
Ignoring as unacceptable the terms of Gorbachev's decree, the Moldovan 
government at the same time made a new effort to find a compromise with the Gagauz. 
The draft law "on local self-government", considered by the Moldovan Supreme Soviet 
in January 1991, proposed the creation of a special Gagauz county in the south of the 
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republic. But Gagauz leaders, supported by Edinstvo group rejected the proposed bill, 
which stipulated that an organ of local self-government may not make decisions on 
political questions and questions of state legislation. 136 
Since late 1990 the Gagauz region has been characterized by a duality of 
power, with nominees of the "Gagauz republic" and the remaining representatives of the 
lawful Moldovan state bodies competing for authority and influence. The Moldovan 
police, under standing orders to avoid clashes at almost any cost, almost always withdrew 
when challenged and declined to defend their own or other Moldovan seats of authority 
when attacked. 137 
As indicated above, the Gagauz and Dniestr leaders acted in close cooperation 
with each other. They were respectively manipulated by the center which did not want to 
let Moldova out of its control. Not smprisingly, while losing power in the republic as a 
whole, the communist apparatus held on in the Russified cities of Transdniestria and in 
the Gagauz raions by exacerbating fears of Moldovan independence among non-
Moldovans and identifying Soviet power with the defense of their interests. The 
communist party was devoid of any influence in the rest of Moldova, but the Russian 
apparatus consolidated its power in the Gagauz and Dniestr regions due to the firm Soviet 
determination not to end easily its 70-year rule there. 
Because of this in the referendum made in March on the preservation of the 
Union, which Moldova refused to hold, the Gagauz and Dniestr regions almost 
unanimously voted in favor of the Union: in the Gagauz area more than 91 % of votes 
were in favor of remaining within the USSR. In their opinion, Moldova should be divided 
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into three: the Gagauz, Dniestr and Moldovan republics and all should sign the Union 
treaty. Furthermore, the Gagauz Supreme Soviet Chairman Stepan Topal declared that 
"we cannot exist outside the Union." No doubt this was true- if the Gagauz republic were 
left on its own, it would not manage to survive being an underdeveloped agricultural 
region which had to rely on a Soviet supply of raw materials, gas, and technology. 
For the same reason the Dniestr and Gagauz leaders welcomed the attempted 
coup d'etat in August 1991 : it promised to bring about the restoration of the USSR and 
Soviet power. This, however, further widened the gap between the two sides, leading the 
conflict to a head on 23 August 1991, when Moldovan Ministry of the Interior forces 
arrested Stepan Topal and Mihail Kendigelian, accusing them of sending a telegram of 
congratulation to the Committee for the State of Emergency. 
The arrest was protested in the Gagauz raions and was well publicized by the 
all-Union media. Leaders of the Gagauz Supreme Soviet appealed to the USSR Congress 
of People's Deputies and to the United Nations to investigate charges of human rights 
violations associated with the arrest of their leaders. Topal and Kendigelian were released 
. h" hr k 138 wit m t ee wee s. 
The opposition newspaper Gagauz Yen· pointed out that not only had the 
Gagauz communist leaders "welcomed, approved of, and supported the creation of the 
Committee for the State of Emergency", but they had the first to do so. 139 With this 
"shamming" telegram140, once again, an illogical hard sticking to the Communist 
principles was highlighted: while the Communism was dying elsewhere in the Union, in 
Gagauz raions it stood firmly on its feet, stronger than ever. 
62 
Meanwhile negotiations were going on. In May 1991 Gagauz moderate 
leaders Tav~anc1 and Dobrov advanced a proposal for autonomy entitled Gagauz Yeri 
(Gagauz Homeland). The idea fell somewhere between the Moldovan proposal for 
establishing a Gagauz county with a special status and the idea of a full-fledged republic, 
as demanded by the Gagauz communists. The Gagauz homeland would remain part of the 
Moldovan republic and would be governed by its laws. At the same time, it would have 
its own political and administrative structures, whose actions would be subject to the 
approval of the Moldovan Parliament. Elections would be called by the Moldovan 
President every four years, and the territory would constitute a free economic zone. The 
only difference between this proposal and the idea of establishing a special county for the 
Gagauz as provided for in the Moldovan bill on local self-government (adopted in June 
1991 ), was that under the homeland proposal, the Gagauz legislature would have the 
power to initiate its own policies and to adopt as it saw fit those emanating from the 
center. Still, the Moldova parliament's Commissions on Human Rights and Nationality 
Affairs and on Local Self-government, which had to approve the proposal before it could 
be put before the full parliament, delayed taking action on it for a full year before finally 
• • • 141 
rejecting it. 
The vote of no confidence that led to the resignation of Moldovan Popular 
Front leader Drue as prime minister of Moldova was seen by the Gagauz as improving 
their chances of reaching a compromise. Despite this, the Moldovan government 
continued to make conciliatory gestures in the spring and summer of 1991, allocating 700 
million rubles for the 1991-1992 fiscal year for the economic development of the south, 
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voting to create and to finance the Gagauz University in Komrat under the auspices of the 
Moldovan Ministry of Education, and holding a week-long celebration of Gagauz culture 
in the republic in August, but still the demands of the Gagauz were rejected. 142 
These concessions were considered by the Gagauz leaders to be too little and 
too late. On December 1, 1991, in the elections held in the "Gagauz Republic", the single 
candidate for the presidential post- Stepan Topal was elected and on the same date an 
independence referendum was also held in which 80 % of the Gagauz people voted for 
creation of the "Gagauz Republic". 
The Moldovan government refused to recognize the republic and a sudden 
escalation of violence took place following the presidential elections in the Dniestr 
republic which had also held a referendum to join the renewed USSR. At the end of the 
month, Moldovan President M. Snegur declared a state of emergency and demanded that 
the rebels in the Transdniestrian region surrender their weapons or face an armed 
attack.143 
The Gagauz also reacted to Snegur's decree by declaring a state of emergency 
of their own. From that time on, occasional armed skirmishes between Gagauz 
paramilitary groups "the Bucak battalion" and local forces of the Moldovan Ministry of 
National Security continued to occur. During the spring of 1992, the Gagauz and Dniestr 
paramilitary forces coordinated their activities: the Gagauz began to supply the Dniestr 
region with medical and food aid and got in return arms from the later. 
In 1992 and 1993 Gagauz paramilitary units intermittently attacked local 
Moldovan administrative offices and police and border stations, machine-gunning and 
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firebombing or otherwise destroying and ransacking several buildings and killing dozens 
of policeman, border guards, and civilians. 144 
But, while Moldovan border troops still seemed to have some authority in the 
Gagauz inhabited raions, this was not true for the Dniestr region behind which stood the 
14th Army, having its headquarters in Tiraspol. In the bloody clashes between Dniestr 
separatists and the Moldovan forces during the summer of 1992 hundred of people died . 
The Komrat authorities, on the other hand, have agreed with Moldova's 
decision to introduce police forces from Kagul, Chimishliya and <;ad1r-Lunga into 
regions populated by Gagauz people. 145 So, Moldova was experiencing acute difficulties 
in trying to preserve its territorial integrity: the two secessionist movements taking place 
within its borders were preventing Moldovan leadership from consolidating its authority 
in the domestic and international scene. For sure, Moscow had a hand in this. Russia 
retained its imperialist aspirations even after the break up of the 70-year Soviet Empire 
and was backing any political movement not that would keep Moldova within the sphere 
of Kremlin. 
Having had to divide its forces between the two centers of instability, 
Moldova decided to began the resolution of the knot with the smaller and more 
reconcilable side- the Gagauz. The Gagauz side was also sending signals for 
reconciliation: for instance, in the spring of 1992, the Gagauz broke up with the Cyrillic 
script and introduced the Latin one with Turkish incentive. The Resolution On the 
Gagauz National School in Gagauz Language adopted on 5 March 1992, at the closing 
session of the Ministry of Education of the Republic of Moldova held together with the 
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representatives chosen among Gagauz teachers and intelligentsia in Cadir-Lunga regarded 
creation of schools to conduct teaching in Gagauz and substitution of the Cyrillic script 
with the Latin alphabet appropriate. 146 In addition , the dissolution of the USSR, the 
emergence of independent Moldova and Ukraine, Moldova's clear decision not to unite 
with Romania, and first signs of a moderating Turkish role in the region gave their 
results- the procommunist and pro-Moscow orientation began to lose strength. The 
Gagauz leadership seemed finally to understand that the Soviet Union has gone, that 
Communism was dying, that Moldova is an independent state who does not receive 
orders from Moscow any more and the only way to solve their problems was to recognize 
that fact and to sit on the table with their Moldovan counterparts. 
Within this framework of mutual reconciliation, towards the end of 1992, the 
Moldovan government prepared a draft-law granting the Gagauz self-government 
economic and cultural autonomy within the framework of single Moldova. The 
Parliament, however, did not ratify it. 147 The negotiations with ups and downs lasted for 
two years. The reason for this protraction were pro-Romanian deputies who did not to 
make any territorial concessions to the separatists. 
On March 11, 1993, the Dniestr and Gagauz deputies issued a joint 
declaration, in which they requested that the country be transformed into a federation to 
include, apart from Moldova, the Dniestr and Gagauz republics. The Moldovan leaders, 
d . d h' d 1 . 148 as expecte reJecte t 1s ec aratlon. 
In May 1993, Moldovan Parliament began debates on the draft law of the 
territory with "a condensed Gagauz population". However, the majority of the members 
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talcing the floor spoke against the adoption of the document, on the grounds that one 
cannot speak of a territory "densely populated" in the case of the Gagauz , as there were 
several corridors made up of non-Gagauz villages. It was also shown that adopting the 
bill would mean the beginning of the Republic's federalization and a legal recognition of 
the current state of conflict. The upholders of that view stressed the fact that the Gagauz 
were not a people, but an ethnic group, which could enjoy the right to territorial self-
determination only in the context of general territorial-administrative reform in the 
Republic of Moldova. 149 
In the summer of 1993 attempt to solve the problem, pro- Romanian 
nationalists blocked the draft law by objecting the provision that the Gagauz would have 
the right to self-determination if Romania united with Moldova. 150 Nonetheless, on 27 
February 1994, pro- independence forces won parliamentary elections in Moldova and 
Chisinau announced that merger with Romania would never take place. This coincided 
with the intentions of the Gagauz who for three years had been fighting for Moldova's 
independence and sovereignty. 
The appeals of Snegur to the Gagauz leaders to call off the boycott of the 
elections and his assurance that the new parliament would pass a law granting autonomy 
to the Gagauz gave results. 151 On 17 February 1994, Gagauziya's Uuksek Toplu~u (the 
Supreme Soviet) decided to participate in the elections and to place balloting polls in 
every Gagauz village. 152 The Gagauz people, with inspiration and encouragement by 
Turkey actively participated in the elections, showing their readiness to respect Moldovan 
territorial integrity under a special status. At this point, the ways of Gagauz and 
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Transdniestrians separated: the Dniestr republic boycotted the elections. The Gagauz 
people on the other hand elected two Gagauz deputies from the Agrarian-Democratic 
Party of Moldova (PDAM) and two from the Socialist Party. 
Several factors made the PDAM victory possible such as a campaign pledge to 
seek compromise solutions on questions of Transdniestr and Gagauz autonomy. More 
important was the PDAM promise to modify a divisive 1989 law that named Romanian 
as Moldova's only state language- a vow that was particularly important in wining non-
Romanian speaker's votes. Pledges to hold a referendum on reunification with Romania, 
which was the aim of the Romanian-nationalist-oriented Popular Front who ceased to be 
a strong political force also contributed to the victory. 153 
Thus, the main fear of the Moldovan minorities was removed. So was the 
main obstacle for compromise. The Gagauz were the first to take advantage of this. Soon 
after the elections, a first round of talks between Chisinau and Komrat started. These talks 
were facilitated by the fact that the Gagauz, unlike their Transdniestrians counterparts, 
did not insist on "state status." 
On 11 March, a session of the Gagauz parliament ratified the results of a 
sociological poll during which an absolute majority of the Gagauz came out in favor of 
the existence of the Gagauz Republic within a united Moldova. 154 After tough, protracted 
negotiations that were boycotted by the opposition and appeared to collapse on several 
occasions, Gagauz representatives and the central government, finally, agreed to special 
status for Gagauz-populated areas. 155 
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The Gagauz position was as follows: they requested 1. right to self-
determination; 2. delay in employees' language tests; 3. federalization ( later to be 
satisfied with autonomy); 4. recognition of the Gagauz nation. 
In an interview on 19 April 1994, Topal said that "we have proposed a draft 
law on creating the autonomous region Gagauz Yen" which largely coincides with 
Chisinau's proposals and does not run counter to the principles of preserving Moldova's 
territorial integrity." It was of essential importance for the Gagauz, however, that the draft 
kept the provision of the right of the Gagauz people to self-determination in case 
Moldova's political status changes. 156 The Gagauz also consistently insisted that the term 
"Gagauz nation" be written in the draft law, but Moldova as indicated in the foregoing 
has long denied the existence of Gagauz nation, naming it ethnos. 
Disagreements appeared between the two sides relating to the articles of the 
draft law which define the status of the Gagauz raions, their administration and division 
of powers between the republic's central leadership and local bodies. Komrat's 
spokesman proposed that changes should be made to the draft law, insisting on adoption 
of their own constitution and were against the proposed procedure for appointing judges 
and heads of power bodies by the relevant Moldovan ministries. Chisinau disagreed with 
this. 157 At the end, the demands of the Gagauz side were taken into consideration and the 
draft law was amended according to the Gagauz will. Thus, by the end of the spring of 
1994, no major obstacles in the process of resolving the Gagauz problem were left. 
But, the negotiations were unexpectedly deadlocked in June when the Gagauz 
leaders accused Moldovan leadership of falsifying the draft law, coordinated during many 
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months of talks. 158 On July 4, the Moldovan government sent to officials in Gagauzia 
notification of a number of changes to the Gagauz Yeri project. The authorities in 
Chisinau proposed to replace the notion of the "Gagauz people" with that of "the Gagauz 
population", and to remove the statement "assurance of political and economic 
independence" amongst other alterations. The Council of Europe objected to the proposal 
on the ground that it failed to reveal who would protect the rights of peoples other than 
G 1. . . G . 159 agauz 1vmg m agauzia. 
Nevertheless, the Moldovan Parliament passed on 28 July 1994, a law on the 
special status of the Gagauz district at its first reading without any particular 
amendments. 160But afterwards the Parliament, having approved it once again on 23 
December 1994, delayed the adoption of the law until 13 January 1995 when it was 
promulgated by President Mircea Snegur. This protraction was justified by the Gagauz 
leaders due to the Moldovan effort to obtain membership in the CSCE, whose statute 
does not allow granting of autonomy. 
The Moldovan government had internationalized the conflict by bringing it to 
the Council of Europe. There it insisted on the cultural autonomy for the Gagauz claiming 
that the project prepared by the Gagauz runs counter to the human rights. All the 
activities of the Moldovan leadership were done without taking into consideration the 
opinion of the Gagauz leaders; what is more- the Gagauz side was not even informed 
about the developments. 161 
In response, the Gagauz Republic sent their own representatives to the Council 
of Europe. In April 1994, a Gagauz delegation headed by Maria Marunevi9 went to 
70 
Strasbourg. There they submitted a declaration to the Council in which their own 
arguments were presented. They had argued that despite Moldovan claims, the Gagauz 
raions constituted an ethnic territory of the Gagauz people. 
After that a Human Rights Commission visited Chisinau two times. The 
Gagauz leaders, however, wanted them to come into the place of the conflict- Komrat. In 
November 1994, the Moldovan Parliament organized a conference entitled "What is 
Federalization", in which delegates from the Council of Europe also participated. During 
their stay, this time they also visited Gagauz villages. 162 
Moreover, a 75-page report covering the Gagauz history, economy and a map 
on which all the Gagauz villages with the exact percentage of the Gagauz people living in 
them was submitted to the Commission. After examining this report , the members of the 
Commission became convinced by the Gagauz arguments. At the end of November 1994, 
M. Marunevi9 went again to Strasbourg where she firmly stated that if the Moldovan 
proposal were adopted, the problem would not come to an end. 163 
Nevertheless, by the adoption of the Gagauz proposal, the five-year conflict 
finally seemed to have come to an end. An important development taking place in July 
1994 had also contributed to this end: the PDAM -dominated parliament adopted a new 
republican constitution, under which "certain localities in southern Moldova", essentially 
the region of the unrecognized republic, were promised "special status" (Article 113). 
Several concessions were made in the draft law, which was submitted to the 
new Moldovan parliament for debate in late July 1994. Among these concessions were 
the attachment of the name "Gagauzia", which sounded like the name of a country, to the 
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name that means "land"; and the elimination of a provision in the earlier draft that would 
made Moldova the guarantor of external security for the autonomous region. 164 Besides, 
in the preamble of the law, the Gagauz people were classified as a "nation who is 
compactly living in the territory of the Republic of Moldova" and "are the primary bearer 
of Gagauzia's status". 165 With this formulation a long and bitter discussion of whether the 
Gagauz were a people or an ethnos was resolved to the satisfaction of the Gagauz 
recognizing them as a nation, thus ending their classification as a national minority. 
Gagauzia's status was also defined as an "autonomous national-territorial 
unit"166 , the term being preferred over Moldovan administrative territorial unit had 
admitted the fact that the Gagauz are an indigenous population of the region. The final 
wording about its legal-political status accepting " a form of self-determination of the 
Gagauz and a constituent part of Moldova"167reflects a compromise reached by the two 
sides that the Gagauz would have the right of self-determination, but within the borders 
of the Republic of Moldova. 
So, according to the articles of the Gagauzia ( Gagauz Yen) law promulgated 
on 23 December 1994 in Chisinau and adopted on January 13, 1995: 
Art.1: Gagauz Ycri is an autonomous unit within the Republic of Moldova; 
Art.2: Should Moldova change its international legal status as an independent 
state and member of UN, the people of Gagauzia will acquire the exclusive right to 
territorial, external self-determination. 
Art.3: The official language of Gagauz Ycri is Moldovan, Gagauz and 
Russian; 
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Art. 4: The Gagauz are granted the right to use their own official symbols 
which are to be displayed together with Moldovan state symbols; 
Art. 5: Those villages where more than 50 % of the population are Gagauz, is 
to be included in Gagauzia and villages with less than 50 % of the ethnic Gagauz may 
also join by holding a referendum having the consent of at least 1/3 of the villagers. 168 
Even more important is that the law guarantees the right to self-determination 
in case of a change of a change in the status of the Republic of Moldova- like in the 
Transdniestrian agreement- such as union with Romania.(Art.2) 
The Gagauz leaders had consistently demanded that guarantee, as had their 
Dniestr counterparts. The executive leadership in Chisinau offered the desired assurances 
in its own name as early as the end of 1991 with two purposes in mind: first to meet a 
basic demand of the breakaway areas, and second, to create in the Moldovan heartland 
itself yet another disincentive to unification with Romania by linking that hypothetical 
prospect to territorial losses. The guarantee on the right of Gagauz secession could be 
formalized in a document only after the pro-Romanian minority had lost its seats of the 
Moldovan Parliament in 1993; but even then, as mentioned in the foregoing, the 
parliamentary opposition had enough strength to block the entire bill. 169 
Art.3 constitutes a broadening of the relevant stipulation of Moldova's 
language law of 1989, which provided for the use of the Gagauz language in local 
administration. At that time and in 1990, when the "Gagauz SSR" was proclaimed, the 
Gagauz leaders insisted on having Russian as the official language in their region. Since 
the dissolution of the USSR, however, the Turkic identity has made visible strides among 
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the Gagauz and some of their leaders have developed strong ties with Turkey. The pro-
Russian Gagauz, for their part anticipated that Russian will win over the other two 
official languages, because it is the only language known to the most people in the region. 
The bill relegates the Moldovan language to the position of sharing with Gagauz the role 
of language of official correspondence between Gagauzia and the rest of Moldova. In 
practice, therefore, Russian and Gagauz seem destined to take precedence over Moldovan 
in the future Gagauzia's public life. 170 
Art.4 stipulates that the Gagauz flag and coat of arms and those of Moldova 
would be displayed alongside each other in the Gagauzia. Here, it should be pointed out 
that the Gagauz flag which was in use since the proclamation of the "Gagauz republic" 
and was made up of a Turkic totem- a wolfs head on a blue field, was replaced 
afterwards with a blue-red-white tricolor on the ground of which three yellow stars were 
placed. The color blue symbolizes their Turkic origin, the color white- their peaceful 
coexistence with Moldova and the color red- their bid for autonomy. 
From March to June 1995, the Gagauz defined the borders of their autonomy 
and elected a head of execution and a legislative body -the Uuksek Toplu~ ( the Supreme 
Soviet). With that aim, in accordance with the results of the local referendum held on 
March 5, 1995 in the southern Moldovan raions most densely populated by Gagauz; three 
cities (Komrat, <;adir-Lunga, and Vulkane~ti) together with the 27 villages ( Alekseevka, 
Avdarma, Baur9i, Be~alma, Be~goz, Bucak, Karabalia, Kazayak, <;okmeydan, <;e~mekoy, 
Koselia Ruse, Kiriet Lunga, Kirsovo, Kongaz, Kongazcikul de Jos, Kongazcikul de Sus, 
K.tp9ak, Kotovskoe, Dezgindja, Dudule~ti, Etulia, Etulia Noue, Ferepontevka, Gaydar, 
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Joltay and Tomay) connected to them- totally 30 inhabited units- composed the Gagauz 
v: ·171 LCn. 
However, the existence of the non- Gagauz inhabited units (Moldovans, 
Bulgarians, Ukrainians) among the Gagauz ones, seemed to break its territorial 
continuity. For instance, the vote ofVulkane~ti and administered by it two villages to join 
Gagauz Ycri, brought out a problem regarding the administration of the rest of the 
villages. The Gagauz were in favor of not administering those villages that remain outside 
of their borders. The problem of division of the state-owned property in Vulkane~ti has 
been also resolved by the central government and the Gagauz Ycri. 172 
Thus, the Gagauz Ycri comprises a territory of 1.800 square kilometers with 
169,300 population of which 134,500 (79.4%) are Gagauz, 11,800 (7.0%) -Russians, 
8,300 (4.9%)- Moldovan, 7,800 (4.6%)- Bulgarian, and 7,800 (4.6)- Ukrainian. The 
capital is Komrat. 
The post of the Head of the Execution -B8$karrwho is elected for 4 years 
through a general and direct suffrage is held by former Communist Party member Georgii 
Tabunshchik, who got 64 percent of the votes in the second round of the 11 June 1995 
elections. 173 Limited to two consecutive terms of office, he is to hold ex officio the 
position of a deputy prime minister of Moldova. The B8$kan will countersign the laws, 
adopted by the Legislative Assembly or alternatively, return them for further 
consideration, in which case the assembly may override him by a majority of two-thirds. 
The assembly may, with a majority of two-thirds, dismiss or suspend the B8$kan if he is 
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found in violation of the Moldovan Constitution, the Law of Gagauzia's Special Status, 
or Gagauzia's own laws or ifhe fails to carry out the assembly's decisions. 174 
Behind Moldova's constitution and laws the execution of the Gagauz Yeri 
would be based on the laws promulgated by its legislation organ , 35-member Halle 
Toplu~u (People's Assembly). It is to be elected for five year terms by universal, equal, 
direct, free and secret suffrage in election districts with the ratio of the representation 
being a maximum of 5.000 residents per deputy. The Assembly is defined as the "the 
highest organ of power" in Gagauzia which will enact Gagauzia's basic law equivalent to 
a constitution for the region and requiring a majority of two- thirds of the deputies for 
ad . 175 option. 
As a result of the second round elections of the Halle Toplu~u that were held 
on 11 June 1995, among the participating parties most of the seats were taken by the 
Communist Party of Moldova (8) and the Homeland Party(5) and during its first session 
on 23 June , Piotr P~ah was elected to the post of General Secretary. According to the 
Law on the Statute of the Deputies approved by the Gagauz Halk Toplu~u, the Gagauz 
deputies were granted immunities only within the borders of Gagauz Yeri 176The capital 
of the Gagauz Yeri was chosen between Komrat and <;adir-Lunga by a referendum on 28 
May 1995 with Komrat receiving 55% of the votes. 
On August, after a special government commission finished disarming the 
Gagauz battalion Bucak, Moldovan Prime Minister declared a formal end to the five-year 
conflict between the central Chisinau government and Gagauz separatists. Law and order 
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in Gagauzia would, henceforth be controlled by Moldovan policeman and interior 
. . b" 177 m1mstry cara meers. 
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TABUNSHCHIK'S RULE 
G. Tabunshchik -the ex-member of the Communist Party and apparatchik of 
the old communist regime is generally regarded to be the "men of Chisinau". His election 
as B~kan reflects the hope of the Gagauz to overcome the hard economic difficulties 
experienced in the region with Chisinau's help. Despite earlier intentions to establish a 
close relationship with Turkey and the West, the election of Tabunshchik serves as an 
indicator of the fact that the Gagauz at the end came back to the communist nest. 
After coming to power Tabunshchik declared that his first foreign visit will be 
to Turkey, but afterwards changed his mind and in July 1995 paid his first visit to Russia. 
This clearly indicates that the preferences of the Gagauz leadership shifted from Turkey 
to Russia. 
During his stay in Russia, the Ba~kan made connections with the governor of 
Moscow- Luzhkov. In August 1995, delegation from Moscow on its tum came to 
Gagauzia to assess the possibilities for a close economic cooperation on its place. At the 
end of this visit, the two sides signed an agreement foreseeing an economic, cultural and 
commercial cooperation. According to this agreement, Principality of Moscow would 
help the Gagauz leadership in laying the foundation of a water refinement system, with 
medicine supply, with training of Gagauz students in Moscow's universities and 
institutes, and with supplying the region with humanitarian aid. 178 Furthermore, the 
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Moscow municipal government will help Gagauzia in solving problems being faced by 
the local agro-industrial complex- e.g. in purchasing seeds, fertilizers and fuels. 
Later, on 25 September - 2 October 1995, Tabunshchik visited Turkey, where 
he was received on a high level- by the President and the Head of the Government . Here, 
he expressed his will to further develop bilateral relations with Turkey and stated that the 
Gagauz Yen' continues to sustain inseparable part of Moldovan territory. The deadlock 
over the disbursement of the 35-million credit was the focus of the meetings, but no 
solution was reached. 
The B~kan of the Gagauzia, after visiting Russia and Turkey, went to Italy 
where he held series of meetings trying to get 10-million dollar credit. An Italian firm 
opened 2.5 -million dollar credit to support wine production in Gagauzia, and the World 
Bank agreed to promote political guarantee for the credit in question. Gagauz Yen' is also 
sustaining joint projects and partnership programs with Israel and Uzbekistan. 
Mr. Ivan Bejan, Deputy Chairman of the Gagauz Popular Assembly, 
expressed satisfaction about the way the contacts with the Moscow government are 
developing. He said that these links are promising to develop into an efficient cooperation 
thank to which Gagauzia would survive not only its economic problems, but 
humanitarian ones as well. With respect to this, Komrat received a big consignment of 
school textbooks to be used in Russian-language schools in Gagauzia. 179 
However, Tabunshchik did not succeed in getting over the economic 
difficulties and political obstacles. In a pressconference on 20 June 1996, he said that the 
situation in the autonomy is critical and that the net debt of the Gagauz Yen' is 26 million 
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dollars. He was also discontent with the delay in transferring Vulkane~ti under Komrat 
authorities' jurisdiction, adding that "Vulkane~ti might become a new center of tension in 
h M Id ,,1so sout em o ova. 
The Gagauz backed Andrei Sangheli in the first round of the presidential 
elections of Moldova held on 17 November 1996. Preferences in the autonomous Gagauz 
region differed substantially from the rest of Moldova: Andrei Sangheli won 37.91 %, 
Vladimir Voronin 27.89%, Petru Luchinschi 19.44%, and Mircea Snegur 9.95 % of the 
votes. In Moldova the results were: Snegur 38.74%, and Luchinschi 27.91%. 181 
In the second round held on 1 December 1996, the Gagauz, this time, voted 
for Luchinschi (93%). To that end, after Luchinschi's inauguration, Tabunshchik made 
statement expressing his satisfaction with elections' outcome. According to him the result 
was a clear indicator that people rejected Snegur who was trying by force to make 
Moldova capitalist country. In the same direction were the other statements of the Gagauz 
B~kan who is also against the privatization of the kolhozes and the land. 
On the other hand, there is an opposition eradicating against the 
Tabunshchik's rule. It is headed by the leader of the Gagauz Popular Party Konstantin 
Tav~anc1 who put forward the argument that Gagauz Yeri is treated by Chisinau as an 
ordinary Moldovan county, and that not enough importance is given to the development 
promotion of the Gagauz culture, language and folklore. This kind of criticism was 
probably too much for the Gagauz leadership which find the solution to cope with it in 
closing the "Atatiirk Library" on the pretext that it had served as headquarters for the 
opposition. Nevertheless, critics gave results and in the budget of the Gagauz Yerifor the 
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year 1997, for the first time, a special fond was reserved for the printing of books in 
Gagauz. 182 
So, the Gagauz secessionist movement took strength from two countries-
Russia and Turkey, but since it seemed impossible to reconcile both, the Gagauz 
leadership made its final choice on the favor of its wellknown big brother; that is to say 
the Russian Federation won the struggle for influence for now. 
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GAGAUZ-TURKISH RELATIONS 
After declaring independence, the Gagauz turned their face to Turkey for help 
remembering and emphasizing their common origins with the Turks. They actively 
participated in a number of conferences convened after the break up of the Soviet Union 
to bolster solidarity and brotherhood among the Turkic nations. Within an euphoria 
brought on by the disintegration of the 70-year old Communist Empire, Turkey 
enthusiastically assumed the role of regional leader, resuscitating its longing aspirations 
to control the Turkic world from the Balkans to China. Within this framework, Turkey 
since 1992 has established a visible political profile in Moldova and actively involved 
itself in the politics of the Gagauz region. 
Turkish leaders were determined to reintegrate the Gagauz into the Turkic 
cultural world and to revive their Gagauz identity after the long period of Russification. 
In order to revitalize the Turkish language, since 1992, Gagauz students were presented 
with the opportunity to study in Turkey on scholarships. First of all in the summer of 
1992, 85 Gagauz students participated in Turkish summer courses from 20 August to 13 
September183, and from the 1992-93 educational year up to the present, higher education 
scholarships have been granted. Most of the quota opened to Moldova has been filled by 
the Gagauz students. For instance, during the 1993-94 educational year 180 Gagauz 
students were brought to study in Turkey, during 1995-96 17 and 1996-97 17. Within a 
framework of cultural and ethnic cooperation, two Turkish colleges in Cadir-Lunga and 
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in Chisinau were established by the Turkish non-governmental organization FETIH A.$. 
In <;adir-Lunga 80 students and in Chisinau 50 students are being educated. Besides, The 
Foundation for Studies of the Turkic World (Tilrk Diinyas1 Ar~tJnnalan Vakfi) sent 3 
Turkish university scholars in 1992-93 to teach Turkish to 120 students and 8 teachers in 
th K U . . 184 e omrat mvers1ty. 
Turkey also supplies textbooks to the first Turkic-language schools in the 
Gagauz region, which were opened by the Moldovan authorities in the wake of 
independence against the initial resistance of the Russified Gagauz leaders and even 
many parents. 185 Following that, the first Gagauz language school ( School No. 33) was 
opened a bit later in Chisinau in September 1994.186 21,000 primary school textbooks, the 
total cost of which is estimated to be 25,000 dollars were delivered by Turkish authorities 
to the Moldovan Ministry of Education on 22 December 1994. In addition to that, in 
1995, books were donated to the villages of <;adir-Lunga. Turkish International 
Cooperation Agency (TICA) has also printed 3,000 illustrated Turkish alphabet booklets 
187 for the Gagauz' use. 
To facilitate the Gagauz' ties with Turkey as well as their integration in 
Moldova, Turkey worked in parallel with Chisinau in persuading the Gagauz leaders to 
drop their resistance to the introduction of the Latin script. 188 And when on 29 January 
1993, with Turkish incentive, the Gagauz agreed to switch to the Latin alphabet , the 
Ministry of Education in Turkey printed 5,000 copies of an alphabet book entitled "First 
Reading" prepared by the retired Gagauz teacher N. Babaoglu. In order to advance the 
preparation of books in Gagauz , Turkey, has further assisted Moldovan authorities with 
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computers and printers; various books; dictionaries, etc. Upon the request of the 
Moldovan Ministry of Education, in August 1996, 100,000 dollars were distributed from 
the Development and Assistance Fund of the Turkish Prime Minister's Office to print 25 
textbooks in Latin. TICA in its tum sent the necessary materials and equipment to 
establish a printing office in <;adir-Lunga, the cost of which is estimated to reach 30,000 
dollars. The Gagauz newspaper Ana Sozii receives 500 dollars monthly assistance from 
189 TICA, too. 
Turkey has also sent folklore troupes to tour the Gagauz region, cosponsored 
with Chisinau a number of cultural events, and supplied the Gagauz University and the 
Atatiirk Library in Komrat and the Mihail <;akir Library in Chisinau with more than 1000 
books. During his visit at the end of May 1995, the rector of the Komrat State University 
S. Varban submitted to the Higher Educational Council in Turkey, a project requiring 
250.000 dollars financial support. The project was considered to be appropriate and after 
an official protocol was signed its execution started. The President of the Higher 
Educational Council Kamuran Gurtin returned the visit to the Gagauz Yeri on 16-19 
December 1996 during which a regular student exchange and academician exchange 
programs were established with Komrat University. 190 
Nevertheless, unlike the Tiraspol leadership receiving military backing from 
Russia, the Gagauz delegations visiting Turkey expressed their will to get help only in 
terms of educational means and investments aimed at Gagauz cultural and ethnic revival. 
Especially bilateral interactions were bolstered. For this reason, Turkish businessmen 
coming to invest in the republic are mostly welcomed. 191 
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One of the first countries to have officially recognized Moldova's 
independence, Turkey has played a moderating and stabilizing role with regard to the 
Gagauz problem. Its mission to Moldova under Ambassador E. Arat has been an active 
player in the southern region's politics, and Ankara has also had, with Chisinau's 
knowledge, unofficial contacts with Gagauz leaders on their visits to Turkey. Turkish 
officials have sought to wean the Gagauz away from their Russian political and cultural 
orientation and, at the same time, to encourage them to seek a compromise with Chisinau 
based on regional autonomy under Moldovan sovereignty. 192 
Moldova has also bolstered its relationship with Turkey, partly to gain support 
in resolving the Gagauz issue. Interactions between the two countries culminated with 
Turkish President Siileyman Demirel's visit to Moldova in June 1-3 1994, after having 
completed the first part of his tour in Ukraine. There, Demirel said that his country 
wanted to settle the Gagauz question in a way that preserved Moldova's territorial 
integrity. On this occasion Demirel and senior Turkish civilians and military officials 
continuously stressed that they regard the independence and territorial integrity of 
Moldova and Ukraine as being in Turkey's national interest and critical to regional 
stability. 
Accompanied by Moldovan President Snegur, Demirel toured the Gagauz 
region, addressing local audiences in the two raion's major cities- Komrat and <;adu-
Lung~, and appealing to them as " brothers", "Turks", and "our sons", 193 who would act 
as a "bridge of friendship between the two countries."194 Demirel discussed issues with 
the leaders of the secessionist movement trying to convince them that the most 
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appropriate legal status for Gagauz would be within the borders of Moldova. 195• In his 
speeches, he unambiguously endorsed Chisinau's position while trying to induce Gagauz 
hard-liners to accept a political compromise. He reminded them that Moldova offered 
them "unrestricted opportunities for development"; that Moldova and Turkey work 
together to ensure the continued advancement of the Gagauz; and that the international 
reputation of the Gagauz depended on their readiness to accept Moldova's territorial 
integrity "under international law, which overrides any other consideration."196 
At the end of his tour, the Turkish President announced his will to undertake 
the historical responsibility for these people who fluently speak Turkish, had retained 
their traditions during the centuries, and who were left to Turkey as a heritage from the 
Ottoman Empire . He added that "what is wanted from us is moral support more than a 
material assistance"197, and further continued" after this historical meeting, we will meet 
more often. To facilitate the economic revival and well-being of the people of this region, 
we together with the Moldovan government , will conduct joint research and prepare joint 
. ,,19s projects. 
The visit of the Turkish President and accompanying him delegation of 
bureaucrats and businessmen was met with great excitement by the Gagauz, evoking 
immense expectations and hopes that with Turkish assurance and help all problems 
whether political or economic would be resolved soon. The Gagauz newspaper Ana S6zii 
devoted a special issue to Demirel's stay in Moldova and the rector of the Komrat 
University, D. Tanasoglu awarded Demirel an honorary degree. 199 
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Demirel and Snegur signed a friendship and cooperation agreement, and 
Turkey issued a credit for infrastructure enhancement in Gagauz populated raions. 200 A 
political solution to the Gagauz problem was set as a precondition for the disbursement of 
the thirty five-million -dollar loan. 
The problem was resolved at the end of 1994 with the Gagauz being granting 
autonomy within Moldova, but difficulties over the credit continue: only to start the 
negotiations has taken year and a half. Finally, upon an invitation from the Turkish 
Eximbank on 13-16 November 1995, a Moldovan delegation headed by the Moldovan 
Prime Minister Undersecretary, V. Kunev came to Ankara to discuss the terms of the 
credit. At the end of the discussions both sides had signed an Act of Congruence, in 
which it was generally stated that the credit would be offered under the guarantee of the 
Moldovan state, the duration of repayment would not exceed 5 years and this period 
could only be extended to 7 years, etc.201 
However, despite this act, later, Moldovan officials found the interest rate to 
be very high and the repayment period too short, so new meetings had to be organized. 
With this purpose, Kunev and Tabunshchik visited Ankara on 6-9 May 1996 where they 
met with the Minister of State Yaman Torilner and representatives from Eximbank, and 
requested that credit be extended over 15-20 years. They also met the Deputy Prime 
Minister Nahit Mente~e, but no agreement satisfying to both sides was reached.202 
Due to a Tabunshchik's decision to use the credit in order to finance an 
infrastructure project for supplying drinking water to the three major Gagauz towns, a 
delegation from the Turkish iller Bankasi (Bank of Provinces) went to Gagauz Yeri on 
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28-7 November 1996 where he conducted the necessary research and on its return to 
Ankara submitted the projects to Eximbank. Yet, an agreement over the terms of 
disbursement of the loan was not achieved. On 14 February 1997, Moldovan Deputy 
Prime Minister and Minister of Economy and Reforms I.Gutu, sent a letter to the General 
manager of Eximbank in which a demand for extension of the repayment period to at 
least 10 years was presented. On the other hand, on 13 February 1997, a letter was 
received from the newly elected President of Moldova P. Luchinschi, asking Demirel to 
take into consideration the economic hardship in Moldova and to consider more favorable 
conditions. The Turkish President responded with a letter dated 28 February 1997 that 
Turkish Eximbank has already provided the optimal terms. 203 
In May 1996, during a visit to Turkey, Snegur sought assistance for 
introduction of local's language in all Gagauz Yeri schools. He also mentioned that 
although favorable conditions had been created to study Gagauz, most classes in Gagauz 
Yeri schools were still held in Russian. In return Turkish authorities pledged their support 
in the form of scholarships for Gagauz students and textbooks.204 
Bilateral relations between the two countries were further improved when a 
Turkish parliamentary delegation visited Moldova a month later. In discussing the 
Gagauz issue, the Deputy Speaker of the Turkish Parliament Kamer Gen9 thanked the 
Moldovan leadership for the fair solution of the problem emphasizing that Turkey would 
never back forces seeking to split Moldova.205 
So, from the above stated developments, it appears that Moldova and Turkey 
stand up for developing cooperation both bilateral and in international organizations. 
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With regard to this, a sound legal basis has been laid down. Relations between the two 
countries are now regulated by a basic bilateral pact and 21 agreements. A new impetus 
will be the signing of an agreement for avoiding double taxation now being developed by 
experts.206 Moreover, officials from the Turkish and the Moldovan Ministries of 
Education during their last summit convened between 14 and 17 April 1997 in Chisinau 
had agreed to open in Chisinau a Turkish Center where Turkish language would be 
thought. 207 
Turkey holds 20th place in trade with Moldova. There are 25 Turkish-
Moldovan joint ventures currently operating in Moldova and Turkish investment in the 
Moldovan economy is over 160 million dollars. 
However, this did not prove enough to resolve the problems of Gagauzia. 
Currently, Gagauzia is experiencing acute economic problems. It is composed mostly of 
villages, the biggest of which is Komrat. Its only living source is agriculture. To resolve 
its economic problems, Komrat counts on more support from Turkey, but the problem of 
the loan has not been settled yet, and the brick factory, the foundation of which was laid 
in 1994, and which was to be constructed with Turkish partners has not begun operating. 
All this had pushed Gagauzia closer to Moscow. The Moscow municipal 
government is helping Gagauzia in solving its problems being faced by the local agro-
industrial complex-e.g., in purchasing seeds, fertilizers and fuels, which is going to repay 
in ready products.208 It seems that economic difficulties in Gagauzia took over the 
brotherhood with the Turks, and once again the theory of the need to implement that 
country's politics which is feeding you (in this case Russia) proved to be true. Yet, this 
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could be regarded as a natural outcome since it is still far from being economically self-
sufficient and must remain to some degree dependent on Russia. 
Still, Turkey has influence in the region. The Turkish businessmen have made 
investments in Gagauz Yeri by opening two bakeries, a leather processing factory, a 
supermarket, and a wool processing factory and this fact together with the student 
exchange programs if the complete isolation of the region from Turkey during the Soviet 
rule is taken into consideration should not be underestimated. 
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CONCLUSION 
Normalcy has returned to southern Moldova after armed conflict erupted in 
late 1990 over the territorial and political status of its Gagauz inhabited districts was 
resolved to the satisfaction of both sides. In October 1990, what had started as an 
spontaneous ethnic and cultural revival of the Gagauz, with Russian inspiration and 
backing quickly turned into an organized separatist movement that caused a lot of trouble 
to Moldova in consolidating authority within the borders of its Republic. 
This separatist movement, however, did not turn into a bloody war like was 
the case with Bosnia. The reasons for that could be sought in the fact that the common 
history of the Moldovans and the Gagauz was never marked by an inter-ethnic enmity. 
On the contrary, Moldovans and the Gagauz peacefully co-existed since the Gagauz 
resettled in Budjak, and Moldovans always considered the Gagauz to be their natural ally 
against the Soviet policies of Russification. Moreover, Moldovans regarded with 
sympathy the cause of Gagauz cultural development within Moldova, but stopping short 
of supporting territorial autonomy. Another factor that contributed to the restriction of the 
conflict was religion. The fact that both the Moldovans and the Gagauz are Christians 
prevented the conflict from turning into a bloody religious war as it happened in Bosnia. 
The basic reason due to which the territorial integrity of the small Moldovan 
state was endangered by two significant secessionist movements- the Gagauz and the 
Dniestr, lies in the fact that Moldova is the only successor republic to the USSR whose 
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titular nationality forms part of a nation that has its own state outside the former Soviet 
Union. Naturally, after gaining independence, it was expected that the two state as it was 
in not very distant past would become one. 
Becoming increasingly alarmed by the possibility to substitute Moscow for 
Bucharest, the Gagauz decided to fight for what they had considered historical justice- the 
right to preserve their language and culture. A dubious short-lived Kornrat Republic, 
which existed as an unrecognized formation for two weeks in 1906, furthermore 
presented the Gagauz separatists with an opportunity to pretend for legitimacy to return to 
statehood. 
However, despite the initial period of enthusiasm that brought into power the 
pro-Romanian Popular Front, attempts to unite with Romania did not go beyond adopting 
Romanian as a state language and Romanian tricolor as a national flag. In 1940, Moldova 
was part of Romania; it was not an independent state. In 1990s the situation is different-
70 years of Soviet rule and the bid of Stalin to create an artificial Moldovan nationality 
had given its fruits: now, having experienced its own statehood, it seems that in the near 
future Moldova does not want to substitute Bucharest for Moscow. Moreover, given the 
miserable plight of Romanian economy, union with Romania is not very promising. 
Moldovans are well aware of the fact that Romania cannot replace Russia and 
the other CIS member states as an economic partner either now or in the future. Its 
predominantly agrarian economy is totally dependent on fuel and row material imports 
from Russia. The ties are reinforced by the fact that Moldova's agricultural exports are 
not competitive on any but CIS markets at present.209 
92 
All this weakened the National Popular Front, bringing into power in early 
1994 the Agrarian Democratic Party of Moldova (PDAM) which was supported by the 
Gagauz due to its election campaign promises to seek compromise solution to the Gagauz 
autonomy problem. At the end, the willingness of the Moldovan government to fulfill the 
Gagauz demands for cultural and ethnic revival, stemming perhaps from the need to 
concentrate on the more serious Dniestr conflict, and the Turkish declarations in favor of 
Moldovan territorial integrity contributed for the effective resolution of the problem- the 
Gagauz were granted autonomy, but within the borders of Moldova. 
So, with the law on Gagauz Yeri promulgated on 23 December 1994 in 
Chisinau and adopted on 13 January 1995, the conflict between the Gagauz and the 
Moldovan government officially ended. From that time on therefore, there were not 
substantial sources of contention between the two sides, but what would happen in the 
future if Moldova decides to reunite with Romania is an open question. 
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